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Separate pacing Is given to this Part In order that It may be filed 
as a separate compilation. 


*ircn—*ni 3 — WW (H) 

PART II— Section 3 — Sub-section (ii) 

(W1 RWDTO fift ifrfYJT) Ultn RTTOT % UHWlfi tiU («U SSiTOH ft Sjl <PX 
sfcafa snfug-Tiff STO sntf nh fafiw; wtor «h gjfafj^Tti 1 

Statutory orders and notifications issued by the Ministries of the Govern- 
ment of India (other than the Ministry of Defence) and by Central 
Authorities (other than the Administration of Union Territories). 


ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 13 th May 1970 

S-O. 2149. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Sri Rala 
Kali Pada Sinjjha Thakur, Darbar, P.O. Bishnupur District Bankura (West 
Bengal) a contesting candidate for the mid-term election held in February, 1969, 
to the West Bengal Legislative Assembly from 240-Vlshnupur constituency, has 
failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as required by the Represen- 
tation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder. 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices, has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for the failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Sri Raja Kali Pada Stngha Thakur to 
be disqualified for being chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of 
Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. WB-LAf24O/09(l6).] 
i By Order, 

' > A. N. SEN, Secy. 

( 27 55 ) 
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TOT.T (Tr'itn 

WTiST 

^ fceWV 13 1970 

2149: — TOL MNH 5TP?>T *TT TOTreTd TOIT | TfWrfr TTOH 
faeror wr % fro* 1969 TrwErfa rnyfah % froj 240, fH^r’N^r saw it 
<4$^l TO«1 xJH-ffaqK 2y[ TTTOTOnrt qr fty|j 5i j c TOR, qf° TOT° lq &,j jh < , faRTT <y|VG 
(qfWtftai«TITO) afdfnfy^ 1951 TOTO ;roTTf( qn faqrfr JTTT 

si^ftET wt foafror toto to %w 4ify<H qry% Jr tow 7^ $ ; 

tfh tot: to TOTteror ^ 37T grory qr tff wq.-pn %• 

’+ 1 <’8 TOTTO ‘f-TcffTTOT feqi fj ; TOTf fdq?TOT siFffa TO wnrR fifi r ^ 

fa> Mid ad TIRTOdfiT % l"fi l T °h'|£ TO^ET ^rrTO qy TOWtlfaTO ^ • 

3TO *yfijfrory <# 'TOT 1 0 TO % 5EJ1RW1 E fdTOTO WTOT C^^gyry r?TOT 

«ft TRyy.it-fm froj sr^r to itir: % ?wf qroft Jr Jr froft »fr rtot % tot fro^nV tito qft fasrEr 
wr wto fa*rrr Tfyy^ % itoto to* to% *ffa efft % faij s*t qft cnrter r cffa ^ 
qft TOFnrfsr % fm, frotf^y Crfor tocto | i 

[yfoqo qo-fao 3 ETo/2 40/G9( 16)] 

yrfaro Jr ; 

irq-o rrq 0 ly-a yT qfw i 


ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 14 th May 1970 

S.O. 2150. — Whereas the Election Commission Is satisfied that Shri Singray 
Murmu, R/O village Ambadiha, P.O. Mahadeoganj, District Santhal Parganas 
(Bihar), a contesting candidate for the mid-term election to the Bihar Legislative 
Assembly held In February, 1969 from Borio Assembly Constituency, has failed 
to lodge an account of his election expenses as required by the Representation of 
the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notice has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied 
that he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Singray Murmu to be disqualified for 
being chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years 
from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-LA/ 140/69 (91).] 


WlisT 

14 197 0 

o 2130 — TOT ^fa^TOT TOTlT TO UTOTOT TTO |f>7 fa (FT fa TOT IT TO 

SrfsrfrsuTifr, 1939 Jrj'T tmrTfa faTfaT^fa? TOfaff fauTT % ^tot 
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PTE RTH yuftlRK sft fWOT RTR fqRTRt RTE R Sifter Rftr ^TeWeR vfarERE, 
1 95 1 tet R^tfR EETq er frq-Fff j-m R?f«R stp? 3RRf rt tot ErfaR ’EE-}' 

WE9;<rt ^ ; 

wfa RcL , ERd Twfkmr %, E% HERT ^RET Efa EE «ft, TOt TR RERREr 
% fRRR/if RPR WET R^E^HE^ fEET f ; ERT fEE^EE WlTE RT RTRR ?t 
ERT ?{ fa EE% qR SR WRERT % frlE Elf EE?R EPET HW RTEtfaw 

i ; 

EE :, W,EEE EfafajE 3?T STITT 1 0 E % snjETR faffER ETEfa RE^SRT REE 
s 4> f MTFT rr UT EE E6E % TlEt f.TTt E IT faRT RT EEE % RT fatft W fEETE WT 
!mf ffiETE qfaf^ % RETE EE EE Efa ?[fa % fEE W EETR E?t Erffa % <ffa W 
Eft ETETEfft % far fEEfaT EtfEE EPET $ I 

[«o fa^TT-fac R o/l40/69/(9l)] 


S O. 2151. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Bahadur 
’Hembrom, R/O village Tal Pahari, P.O. Dangapara, District Santhal Parganas 
(Bihar) , a contesting candidate for the mid-term election to the Bihar Legislative 
Assembly held in February, 1053 from Litlpara Assembly Constituency, has failed 
to lodge an account of his e'ection expenses as required by the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notice has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and Ihe Election Commission is satisfied 
that he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Bahadur Hembrom to be disqualified 
for being chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of 
•three years from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-LA/ 142/69(92).! 

2151: — EE:, fadlEd ETEtE RT IRTETR ?) ffi t fa faER 
faHR ERT ifr far REEft, 1969 E ffr RSErefa f-RHH % fa? fafaqiRT farfafi tfrgT ft 
Esft Rift EEtfaRP: SfRTTT |fpPE fanftt ETE R mTE Pft, ET° ETo CT RIET, 

fan! EETH fiTTRT (f^fir) EtE Tf^rdfiTR TrfftfEEH, 1951 EET E^ftlE EETC[ EE 
faEET RET RftfftE FB fEEfEE RRf RT RUT RlfaH REE ft WRH T& | ; 


ftfa EE ERT E«ffalK ft IPER ^EET fEE Efa EE tft ?Fpft W WEPPIT 
% f<RR Rif RT^E RRET RR'dlRHE Efft fgRT t ; RRT fBRfaR *HRtR TT RRTRR RTT 
-f fa RR W SRiTRRT % fa^ «Fh| qRfal TTtR RRRT RTRtfarR R^t ^ J 

RR RR, RR RfaffiRR Rt tTRI 1 0-*F % 5f faVRR RRR 

RRR RfTJT ^TRTR RRR %. f^ff ^ falft TPR fa^R RRt 

RRTT fqrjTT qf^ % VPR RR' u’TT ?[>T ^ %T R RTRR dfalRI R fffa RR 
Rft RlHTRfET % fRR fRtffR Rtfad R3R1 f | 


[Rc fR^TT-fa o Ro/ 142/69(92)] 
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New Delhi, the 26th May 1970 

8.0. 2152. — Whereas the Election Commission Is satisfied that Shri Kameshwar 
Sharma, R/O Village Nagain, P.O. Singhari via Goh, District Gaya (Bihar), a con- 
testing candidate for the mid-term election to the Bihar Legislative Assembly 
held In February, 1909 from Goh Assembly Constituency, has failed to lodge an 
account oi his election expenses as required by the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notice has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied 
that he has no good reason or Justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Kameshwar Sharma. to be disqualified 
for being chosen ae and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three 
years mom the date of this order. 

[No. BR- LA/230/09 (03), J' 


26 Rf, 1970 

qfloWto 213 2: — m:, ffarfad TfR>1 R HRTSR ft RRT | fa fafTT fa HR HHT % 

farn TvGTft, 1969 it f tr ReETRfH fanfaFT % fapr 2 3 9-»fff R TRIR RfR 

TTH H R l W T HT Rfi VR T HR? faanfa d, Tt° %Htst RTRT Rtf, faDTT— RRT 

(fafTT) HtTJHfafafttR srftrfatR, 1951 R®T dfsffa RdR RT faRHT fRT iffar 

fanfad TORT R #'trr TlfaPT Rfa it THTTR Tf f ; 

hYt, rt:, HR TPRfanr it, TTRR ^RT fair srfa TT #t, *mt SHTficRT % 
fafiT !fftf RPR STRHT PTmYrPT dff faRT t ; fiRT HR Pi R Rf RRT5TR ft RRT | 

fa TRT ftf RRWT % faff ^ Rfar RTH RW RRtffiHT Rff f ; 

SR:, ?R, HR HfafaRR ’Ft HRT 1 0-’F % M-Jfi < u l RT fad fad RTfifa thTfSRT HR 
isft RfarR Rtf spf RRK % Tfa'f RRT it fafat *ft TPR % RT fafifft 7TR “fa fatJR 
RRT RTRT fatTH Rffaf % TKHT R 'Sffa !tYt ffa % fa f R RTfH TTDH R 
cffa Rrf fY RRRftT % faff farffcT Rtfacf RdT ^ I 

[(to fafR-fao Ho / 239 / 69 ( 93 )J 


SO 3153 Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Jagdeo 

Prasad’ Yadav, R/O Village Dhaniama, P.O. NadrlganJ, District Gaya (Bihar), a 
contesting candidate for the mid-term election to the Bihar Legislative Assembly 
held in February, 1969 from Hisua Assembly Constituency, has failed to lodge 
an account of his election expenses within the time and in the manner as required 
by the Representation of the People Act. 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notice has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission Is satisfied 
that he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3 Now therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Jagdeo Prasad Yadav, to be fled 
for being chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three 
years from the date of this order, 

fNo BR-LA/253/09(94).l 1 


qRo Wto 2153: — R : fatfR HRfa R TRTOR ft RRT | ft? fafTC faffR 
R=rfa leefiJrfTTRKRRftffa^RT^ fatf 253-ffR fa*for-ete % 
*pfa RW HHftRRK «fr RE* RR HTR, faRHft RR-HfaRRT, *T ° 
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rrt (f^pr) Erfa srfdfafsrfR ^rfarPrar 1951 rrt T^sfrr rrtt tttv fRrJt 

STTT scnTefE! RRR % ipRT dRT TtfcT J - *EE? faR?RR ®Wf RT# TT%ET ^TR Jr 

mw t| I; 

tflT RR:, RRR Twfl^K t, RJr REPE gRRT ftt RTR TE 3fff, SEpfT W, WR- 

■ «fjqrr fRR 1 ^ rttr ?mrr r$t fw f; dRT fWw srnftn' rrirtr 

1 k> n^n t; fT7 ■grn% qm strtetrt % fat *rrf wm ^TP n f 'R'R R^f ? ; 

rr:, rr, ^rt 5 rfy (h-mh rft rttt 1 0 t % rr^rtr Jr rir!r gT^&ra 
rrr «ft rr^r strtr tew rrr % farfV *ft arr #t rt fast w ^ Pr^tr rrt 
■tot faRTR % rrer ^ reJ «ftr |>f % fat rr rt^r tfr crrfasr § <frr 
rr Tt wrraftr % fat fJrf^r Rtfw rtrt | 1 

[R° f«r?K-fR° To/253/69(94)] 

S.O. 2154. — Whereas the Election Commission Is satisfied that Shrl Pyare 
Lai, R/O Village and P.O. Hisua, Tola Mahavlr Asthan Road, Panchu, District 
'Gaya (Bihar), a contesting candidate for the mid-term election to the Bihar 
Legislative Assembly held in February, 1969 from Hisua Assembly Constituency, 
has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as required by the Repre- 
sentation of the People Act, 1961, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notice has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied 
that he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, In pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shrl Pyare Lai, to be disqualified for being 
chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
.Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years 

from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-LA/253/69(95).] 

qtto Rfo 2154. — RR:, rdRfaRRTRtRRRtiHIWM ft TOT $ fa fR^TT faRTR ENT % fat 
1969 Jr gT RERTRftT fRRfRR %■ fat 253— tffi.'Wl faRfaR-sfa - t ^RTR EEst Rrt 
eft tRit ErFr, fJ^nfr ret tt ° stjrt Rfa RfafafaRR RfRfaRR, 1 95 1 dm 
aRT# rtt fiRpit artr RtfaR Rrt Ph^rr tRtff *r rrt RrfaEr Rrt Jr rrw ^ f ; 

Rfa, RR:, •d'th RRAWEt' 1 TE RT, RTf) ?R RR4i?iai 

fat *Ftf WTR RRRT RP^faTR fRRT RRT fRRfRR RfttR RR RRIRTR >FIT ^ 
fa RR% TTR W RRRiETRT % fat Rtf RRjR RT™]- RRRT ERlttfalR R^f $ I 

rr rr, rrr RferfaRR # arET 1 0 nt ?e|R 23 t Jr fJrr fr^r wpftr i^draKr 
Jjfr antETiET Jf feft ^ falft TEEtT ^ fTOET ET«TT 5r«ETT 

fTRET iftTT % RTHI ^ EnJ- % fEpt RTtffT # (nTtU (flR Rtf. ^ 

RETERfR % fEP? RT7RT | I 

[?fo f^R-fRoRo/25 3/6 9 ( 95)] 

New Delhi, the 27 th May 1970 

S.O. 2155, — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Santu 
Mahtha. R/O Village Barmasia, P.O. Decghar, District Santhal Parganas (Bihar), 
,-a contesting candidate for the mid-term election to the Bihar Legislative Assembly 
held in February, 1969 from Deoghar Assembly Constituency, has failed to lodge 
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an account of his election expenses as required by the Representation of the People- 
Act, 1951 and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notice has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission Is satisfied, 
that he has no good reason or Justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, In pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Santu Mahtha to be disqualified for 
being chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years, 
from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-LA/ 150/69(90).! 
By Order, 

ROSHAN LAL, Secy.. 


27 *T$, 1970 

tJiloWto 215 5- — RcT'., Pidldn ^TETRI' TT d-HIdid tft fiqT ^ f®TfTT ft Hid 
H'trT % ftp? ; 1969^1^ RWRftT Pldtad % iftlRT fdlHd ffol it 

TH-fl dT H «ft RTTRT, Pddfjfr UTR d ’OifUdl, it ° SR, farHT RdlrT MUIdl 

1951 RRTCJ 5 TTT 

tfipf fdVNpT sqtflf «PT ?WT diftlH RTTR 1 if ’-W+rl ff; 

^fpr, IRE, OTT gutpJ-'f'dR t, ^3Tr d+Rty ^-4fi f ftl IT *ft, tPFft W 
ifc WT tRPTT ?Rpff?FTT|; OT fdlPn NPfPl HT TPTTETFT ?ft *PT! 

§ far TRT SH ttTOKT % ftp? ^ Ufa !1TO RWtftpR R$T $; 

5Rf;, <R, ^RT trfsrffpFT ^ 9TTT 1 0 V % tFJtm if Put Ml WPftfi <Td^3TTT 
^RT Nt HRJ RfRT it HRI % ftrft iff IRH % IT fluff TER lit faNTd HUT SHUT 
tlJlR % TTCHT IIP? tffT ijtt % ftpf WTt^T *fit rtlPl^ it fftl 
tfv % ftp? ftrt%r NtfiR sert $ i 


[Ro It 0/1 5 0/69(96)]; 

wrftr t, 

TftpT HTH ( uftn |t 



MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Banking) 

New Delhi, the 25 th May 1970 

S.O. 2156. — Statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, as on the 15th May, 1970. 

Banking Department 


LIABILITIES Rs. ASSETS Rs. 


Capita] Paid up ...... 

Reserve Fund 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) 
Fund 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 

National Industrial Credit (Long Term Operations) 
Fund • . » • • * * 

Deposits : — 

(a) Government 

(i) Central Government .... 


5.00. 00.000 Notes 

Rupee Coin .... 

150.00. 00.000 Small Coin 

Bills Purchased and Discounted : 

155.00. 00.000 (a) Internal 

(6) External . . . 

(c) Government Treasury Bills 

35.00. 00.000 Balances Held Abroad* . . 

Investments** .... 

Loans and Advances to : — 

75.00. 00.000 (t) Central Government 

(n) Stat^Govemments@ 

Loans and Advances to : — 

(0 Scheduled Commercial Banjksf 
(a) State Co-operative Banksft 
' (Si) Others .... 

90,67,63,000 


15,64,14,000 

14,99,000 

4,98,000 


• 18,13,35,000 

. 112,05,28,000 

• 90,54,95,000 

. 165,07,53,000 

. 269,87,55,000 
. 227,61,91,000 

• 3,36,59,ooo 
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liabilities 


ASSETS 




Loans, Advances and Investments from National Agricul- 
tural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund : — 


(if) State Governments .... 

4,78,48,000 

(a) Loans and Advances to : — 

(t) State Governments ..... 

(it) State Co-operative Banks .... 

33,79,859300 

15,23,1 8,000 

(b) Banks 

(0 Scheduled Commercial Banks 

186,70,549200 

(i a) Central Land Mortgage Banks 

Q>) Investment in Central Land Mortgage Bank 

Debentures 

Loans and Advances from National Agricultural Credit 
(Stabilisation) Fund : — 

9,65,709300 

(ii) Scheduled State Co-operative Banks 

8,72,18,000 

Loans and Advances to State Co-operative Banks 

4,64,98,000 

(in) Nan-Scheduled State Co-operative Banks 

63,53,000 

Loans, Advances and Investments from National Industrial 


(w) Other Banks 

19,78,000 

Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund: — 

(a) Loans and Advances to the Development Bank 

6926,71,000 

(c) Others 

112^02,31,000 

( b ) Investment in bonds/debentures issued by the 
Development Bank ..... 

.. 

BiDa Payable ....... 

Other Liabilities ....... 

44,05,22,000 

153^9,95^00 

Other Assets ........ 

49 , 57 ) 939 X 30 

Rupees 

1021,69,62,000 

Rupees 

1021,69,62,000 


•Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities, 

••Excluding investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fuad and the National Industrial Credit (Long Term Opera- 
tions) Fond. 

@ Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund but including temporary overdrafts to State 
Governments. 

■[Includes Rs. 9i, 33, 359300 advanced to Scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under section 17(4X0) of the Reserve Bank of India Act. 
ttExclnding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisa- 
tion) Fund. 

D ted the 20th day of May, 1970. 


2762 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JUNE 20, 1970/JYAISTHA 30 , 1892 [Part II 




An Account pursuant to the Reserve Bank of tndia Act, 1934, for the week ended the 15th day of May, 1976. 

Issue Department 


LIABILITIES 

Rs. 

Rs. 

assets 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Notes held in the Banking Department 

15,64.14,000 


Gold Coin and Bullion : — 



Notes in Circa), t on 

4055,88,20,000 


<o) Held in India .... 

( 6 ) Held outside India 

182,53,11,000 


Total Notes issued . 


4071,5^341°°° 

Foreign Securities .... 

396,42,00,000 





Total .... 


578 , 95 , it, 000 




Rupee Coin ..... 
Government of India Rupee Securities 
Interna) Bills of Exchange and other 
commercial paper 


55,06 47,000 
3437,50.76,000 

Total LiABaiTiES 


4 O 7 J> 5 ^ 34 , 0 °° 

Totai Assets .... 


4071,52^000 

1 


Da'ed the joth day of May, 1970. B. N. Adaek^k, 

Governor. 


[No,F.3(3VBC/70.] I 
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.fiRfTOW 

•rf 25 *r£, 1970 

tJHo 2156. — 15 1 970 for# ^ tf^TT %■ tf^T flpRTT % WVhf*m ?T fonTT 

fcranj urfrast 


WTRsaftfar 

Tp 5 *ta ffa ^ 

(i ft ^ i^ r fiwnt) fafv 

TT^RT ffa ^ , 

0^4 

(^fn^fwrt) ftfa . 

Tlfiprt ■-- 
(*) y<+Rt 

(i) %-^toinom 

(ii) xrar irmi 


(*t) %* 

(i) 

(ii) w^P^a ^ . 


5.00. 00.000 ate 

150,00,00,000 }*W5T 

8 RI fea^T . , 

^1 55,00,00,000 ^ fWW :- 

"35,00,00,000 {* ) . 

(z) . 

(a) s<+rQ snrrarfaH 

75 . 00 . 00.000 $ wr f*rr a^ror* . 

fa 3 n** 

^rstesrfTa :- 


90,67,63,000 

]4,78,48,000 


186,70,54,000 
8,72,1 6,000 


(i) . 

(ii) Trsr^wd^t@. 

*iK wfilH :— 

(i) . 

(ii) 35rf #ff 
(iij) 


15,64,14,000 

14,99,000 

4,98,000 


18. 13.35.000 
112,05,28,000 

90.54.95.000 


165.07.53.000 

269.87.55.000 

227.31.61.000 
3,36»$9;QGQ 
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( iii) ti^i-Q $5 

(iv) 


fcl f^T 


sr*i 5^d 1 




63.53.000 

19.78.000 

1 12,02,31,000 


44,05,22,000 


153,89,95,000 


TT'fty ffy ’C’r (fryn^fry f^nrj) fttw 3 
ipy, sfyy fH^*d 
(m) *r finn- 

(i) ■u'jy tK+i <f 

(ii) <ivry tt^iO d4>l yft . 

%yfty yy>t Tt . * 

(w) %^y ffiw? gyr fyrf % feiNrcf *f fwr 

frfa (R^ 0 ‘t><. u i) faftf ^ 

<T3y =f?t ^T Slfini E • 

Ttffii y^a i Py r ^gy (ftyyr^ty fVm() fyfe 


33.79.85.000 

15.23.18.000 

9,65,70,000 


4,64,98,000 


% W 1 *, srfipr ^ : “ 

(yr) ^r^Ty^yfirfi 6,26,71,000 

(«■) fyyTrer fyj srcr yrd y% ytef/feyy 0 y fory .. 


stry^nfrcryt . . 49,57,93,000 


1021,69,62,000 ^ 


1021,69,62,000 


*yyt#T, ywfy't yyi *rtr yf^Djfyyt yrfyy f 1 x ^ 

**xr^ry ffy ^sy (£|sr+itftd fwtt) fafe *rk <i^y sfRfrfyy> ^t (5W<nm"ld Pwi^) HtPy 3 £ f^y y^M* viiFh^ ^ 

@xr 4 ty #r {ytwyfyfty foyr^) frfa % srtt *Ey yfyy ^rri^r yfr |, ^r^nrr % y**t'*fl ? ^f TC ll ^ t ! 

ffonl we tfeyr ^rfsrfyyTT^ Hm 17 (4) (y) % jth^t ?F j^yy y^ 91,33,35,000 
Wfr <aif*H f I 

ffa ’P’r (4 W+i<J\h Pwnt) fafe iftt Tisfta ffa ^ (f*y<)4><y) fafe & refi ^ *fK yfin snfyy | 1 
gn^tr 1 20 yf, 1979 ! 
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PtM 1 $$ srre tf^rr nfiiRqn, 1934 % ^ *rf, 1970 ^ 1 5 gret^ q?r tu T Fd gq ^ren 


garret 


wf 

STTfETIT 


TiT^T 

Sf%T 73J gl* 



*FT RjFt;( Rfa TfaiR: — 

- 



15,64,14,000 


{%') EK^Sf rm prr 

182,53,1 1,000 


ff^FFT if *TtS 

4055,8 8,20,000 


(«) *nrg%grg<Tw 






5*11 



^TCt f^pTT IftT fftr 


4071,52,34,000 

faM surfeit 

r% 

396,42,00,000 





573,95,11,000 






g>T [y vt>i 


55,06,47,000 




wf® xvm spt WE 
srfinrfggt 


3437,50,76,000 




^ff frfrRT sfH 

JtK ^l[«1'Ti|-qrg p 


• • 

fT<TTTTi[; , 


|4071, 52,34, 000 

*nferet , 


4071,52,34,000 


gr*ta> 20 ?rt 1970 1 ifto ti^-o *r^mrr, 

*Fnft 1 

[#o t^Eo 3 ( 3)— sfto *ft°/70] 
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New Delhi , the 5th June 1970 

S.O. 2157. — Statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank ot India; as on the 29th May , 1970 

Banking Department 


LIABILITIES Rs. ASSETS Rs. 


CapitalPaid Up ....... 5,00,00,000 Motes ......... 36,63,34,000 

RtspeeCoin ........ 10,36,000 

Reserve Fund . .... - 150,00,00,000 Small Coin 5,31,000 


National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Bills Purchased and Discounted : — 

Fund i5S,oo,oo,coo 

(a) Internal 

(b) External 

(c) Government Treasury BEE . , , 7,45,82,000 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation; Fund , 35,00,00,000 Balances Held Abroad* ..... 121,80,04,000 

National Industrial Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund 75,00,00,000 Investments** 9^,38,43,000 

Loans and Advances to : — 

(i) Central Government ..... 

(ii) State Governments @ 179,63.18.000 

Deports : — Loans and Advances to : — 

ti) Scheduled Commercial Banksf , . . 276,94,15000 

<») State Co-operative Banksff . . . 226,48,12,000 

(a) Government : — (SO Others 5,33 59.^00 

(0 Central Government . . . I39,84>94>°°0 
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liabilities 


0 State Governments 


(ij Bants ; — 

(i) Scheduled Commerctil Banks 
(it) Scheduled State Go- operative Banks 

C&0 OthTr^tianks 11 ^ ^ ta ' e Co-operative Banks 
* • • 

(e) Others 
Blllspayable 


O thei Liabilities 


Rupees 


Rs. 


ASSETS 


Ra. 


Loaos, Advances and Investment* from National Agricul- 
tural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund— 

4)93)ii»ooo (a) Loans and Advances to : — 

CO State Governments 

* * * * 

(it) State Co-operative Banks 

(iuj Central Land Mortgage Banks 

(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage Bank 
a Debentures 

Loans and Advances from National Agricultural Credit 

(Stabilisation) Fund — ' ' ‘ 

I 52)80,02)000 ; 

8,06,12,000 Loans and Advances to State Co-operative Banks 

62.14.000 

29.99.000 Loans, Advances and Investments from National In- 

dustrial Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund— 

104.21.73.000 (a) Loans and Advances to the Development Bank 

47.01.53.000 (5) Investment in bonds/ debentures issued by the" 

Development Bank . _ 

157,8 i)C7, 000 Other Assets .... 


1065,60,62,000 


Rupee* 


33 . 79 . 59.000 

14.82.11.000 

9.65.70.000 

4,50,81 >000 

6.26.71.000 

• * 

49,74)36y»o 

1065,60,624500 


Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities, 

B 0 I ^^ons)F^ l ; ntS fr ° m thC Nati0nal Agricultural Credh CLan S Term Operations) Fund and the National Industrial Cred il (Long Term 

^ **“ NadonaJ Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including temporary overdrafts to 

alVlncsd toschmuledc5nu;rdaI banks against usance bills under Section 17(4X0) of the Reserve Bank of India Act 
“ d Mv ^ Ce5 fr0lD the NatiMal Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Agricultural Credhfsifll 

Pstad the 3rd day of Jane, 197a 
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.An Account pursaint to the Reserve Bank of India Ant, tt>i 4 for the Wee k ended the 29 th day of May, 19^0 

Issue Department 


LIABILITIES 

Rs. 

Rs. 

ASSETS 

Rs. 

Rs. 

4ates held in the Banking Department 

Notes In circulation 

Total Notes issued 

36,63^^00 

. 4014,54,08,000 

4051,17,42,000 

Gold Coin and Bullion : — 

(а) Held in India 

(б) Held outside India 

Foreign Securities .... 

182,53,11,000 

396 , 42 ^»£ioo 


Total Liabilities . 


4051,17,42,000 

Total 

Rupee Coin ..... 

Government of India Rupee Securities 
Internal Bflis of Exchange and other Com- 
mercial paper ..... 

Total Assets 

- 

578 , 95 , 11,000 

54 , 69 , 92,000 

3417 , 52 , 39,000 

405 I,X 742 ^XO 


B. N. Abakkar, 

Dated the 3rd dav of June, 197a — — ■ ■ Governor. 

[No. F. 3 < 3 )-BC/ 7 a] 




n 
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^ 8 WT, 1970 

CfFf o 2157. — 29 Tf 1 970 fTTW ^TTTI fTW 7 ! % Wiv'TT'T W 



wferrt 


4<Dcr r < j 3 fr 

5,00,00,000 

ffte 

. . 36,63,34,000 

^nTfeffT f^fr : 

150,00,00,000 

¥14 W flWT 

. 10,36,000 



®ter 

5,31,000 

TP^fr 


sto: *prr^ or fen: — 


(sfoMnsTta Pwnt) frfa . 

155,00,00,000 



xpsfiq §fr ^c*r 


(*) 

• • « 

(f^rtt^r) frftr 

35,00,00,000 

(«} ft^Fr . 

« • * 



(t) ft wsrm fr?r 

7,45,82,000 

wWtfrr 


T T<5T gW . 

121,80,04,000 

(ghforetafawg) Rfe . 

. 75,00,00,000 

f^m** 

92,38,43,000 

sm uftret : — 


sfinr : — 


(V) ET»lO 


(i) ^>rsrtr TWIT 

* • * 

(i) %^Ynin?en: 

. 139,84,94,000 

(ii) ur^rrf Tt@ . 

179,63,18,000 

(ii) 7j5T <3 

4,93,11,000 




^yr ufar : — 


(*) ** 


(i) ttPtit if 

276,94,15,000 

(i) ttPtw 9^r 

182,80,02,000 

(]j) TTST 6^+t<) f 

. 226,48,12,000 

(ji) t H^Rd^TT*T 6^*1 0 

, 8,06,12,000 

(iii) . 

. 5,32,59,000 
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(ili) fa srxfafe test «§= tnO fa . 62,14,000 Erxfa gfe ^yr ( fafaifer fi wn> ) fife # 

(iv) . . . 29,99,000 fafafaxfirfa: — 

(?p) ^ fax fafa : — 

(<T) . . . 104,21,70,000 (i) TEST SX4>I<7 fa . . . 33,79,59,000 

(li) TEST fa?f fa . , 14,82 11,000 

(iii) fafar fafa^H^; fa . , 

faffar . . 47,01,53,000 (^) fafal fart % fefarft 6r filfar 9,65,70,000 

nsfe ffa ^yr (ferftwTyr) fife ?r wr 

faxfafa : — 

. . . . 15 7,81,07,000 <FJ*f fail fa 3DT fax ifen . 4,50,81,000 

ufafa fafaffa ^yr (^farfa-H ffaint) fife it 
Wq, fafar fax firfa : — 

(*) ffaFjfafa^faxfafaT 6,26,71,000 

(^) ffarafa§nxi^ffafe;rfe/fefafaWfiTfa 

?l^T3TTffafa .... 49,74,36,000 

10,65,60,62 ,000 xfa 10,65,60,62,000 

* f+fa, 5 Hi c i(y+ 'X6T ?fa <i n fa '•jfit'H i ?nffaT 1 1 

*' a{ '<i*^V*T (fafarfaH f^ni) fife fax xr^fii fafaffa ^yr (fafaEffir ffarnt) fife ii it {far fa firfa srrffar 6 ft i 

§fir {fafarfer ffarnt) fife % jrtt fax fafa sriffa x|t 4 ’, qxxj xt^t uxxnxf % sr^nfa sfexfirc xnffe f 1 
fffat fa fa^ fexr ^fa ffeR fa am 17(4) (r) % fefa xiffex far fa ffarfa firfa qx fafe ffa fa 94,5 1,85,000 Ro 
fefart 1 

t^xr^fa far ^yr (fafarferffafe) fife fax xi^fa ffa ^yr (ffaxtwr) fife % srexr wt fax fafa mffa 1 1 
arxta : 3 1970 
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fort SIFE ?f^TT srfgpTTJT, 1934%?^^^! 1970 29 SITte ^?T % fot^3T 

r<ww 



TiT? 

ITT 5 ? 

wfenit 



^F^fif^TFr t w gq 



TFT TT ftlTTT sfk ffTTT 



its 

36,63,34,000 


(^) t w gm J 

1 " 1 82,53, 1 1,000 


jf 'lid 

40,14,54,08,000 


(g) 






• » 

• - 


N^T'Ct f 1 ^ ^ J5f *TT£ 


40,51,17,42,000 

uPd^rant 

396,42,00,000 





. 


578,95,11,000 




wl TT (ti'tri 


54,69,92,000 




4TTCT ETTR ^Pt ’?PIT 






yRrefd^T 


34,17,52,39,000 




far nk 






5[H^ qiPn^-qg' . 



3TST5WPT 


40,51,17,42,000 

^7 =m 1 rVa^i i . 


40,51,17,42,000 

TIT^ : 3^. 1970 

A ' 







i 

[So t?Be> 3(3)^fe ^to/ 70 ] 
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New Delhi, the 9th June 1970 

S.O. 2158. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 53 read with 
'Section 56 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the Central Govem- 
'ment on the recommendation of the Reserve Bank of India, hereby declares that 
the provisions of sub-section ( 1 ) of Section 11 of the said Act shall not apply to 
the undernoted co-operative banks for a further period of one year with effect 
-from 1st March, 1970. 

1. The Tuticorin Co-operative Bank Ltd., Tuticorin. 

2. The Kara-ikal Co-operative Urban Bank Ltd., Karaikal. 

3. The Darjeeling District Central Co-operative Bank Ltd., Kallmpong. 

[No. F. 18/7/70-SB.J 


dRf fedf, 9 5JR ( 1970 

IJHoWfo 2158. — tf%RfdfdWTRfRfdRR 19 49 ( 1 9 4 9 TI dRdt ) RRRT7T 56% 

rtr Tftd trrcr 5 3 % ara sttr rRuiRt tt rRtr ttr gcr rttr fRrt tT fRTrfRR 

RT >TdTjnj df RtfRcT TTRR I f% 3W RfRfddR OTTI 1 1 Wt TTSTRT ( 1 ) % 

■1 RTd 1 9 7 0 R dd %i trfcl Rtl RdfR ffT fd t-n fci ffetcT IrR RT 'TKJ ^fd : 

1. TWnrtfTT It Mrjs fffufft 

2 . TlRTUtfed RTdR dT 

3. RlfdfdR R^d TlTFltfed 1% fdfRRd TTfRPRRT 

[ifwnruo 18/7/70— t[Ro dt°] 


New Delhi, the 11th June 1970 

8.0. 2159. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 
45 of the Reserve Bank of India Act, 1934 (2 of 1934), the Central Government 
hereby directs that the Reserve Bank of India may appoint any body corporate 
specified in column 2 of First Schedule to the Banking Companies (Acquisition 
and Transfer of Undertakings) Act, 1970 (5 of 1970) as its agent at all or any 
of the places in India specified in the Table below, where there is a branch or 
office of that body corporate. 


Table 

(a) Greater Bombay, Calcutta, Delhi, including New Delhi, Madras, 

Bangalore, Nagpur, Patna and Kanpur. 

(b) All other places at which there is a Government treasury or sub- 

treasury or the population of which according to the latest published 
report of the Census of India is not less than one lakh. 

[No. F. 4(150)-BC/69.] 

L. S. P. SARATHY, Under Secy, 


dt fovdt, 1 1 3£d, 1970 

l*Ro W,o 2159- — RIRfRr fRdd RfRfRdR^ 1934 ( 1934TT 2) RRT 45 
TT TT9KT ( 1 ) gTTT RTd ttfURU TT RRTd TTR fR TOR RTT 3 TT fdRR Reft $ 
f% rrAht ford It, trrd rwr (rrw ft RfRTT|d Rk rrttt) RfRfnR, 1970 

( 1970 TT RtddT) Tt RRR 2 R f%RR Rt fdRR fRTTR Tt dtd # 

Rdt RUdfr R fdfor RTRT R f%Rt Rt ?®Td RT RRT FWprf % fdtr d 2 t RR fddR fdTFT 
RlWl RT TTRTdR $ RRdT RfdTfff fdRRd TT RWT | I 
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mroft 

(e) ^EE E^rf ENEETT, Ef f^T, Em, EEETe, ETEJE, EEET EET ETEJE I 

(*5) *PE $ E*ft UUE <IEEb ET EE <|4lElE El fE EEFWT ETEffftt 
EEEEET ^ ijfffE fEEti % SRER trqr EPH IT EE E (jT I 

[e®iti[e;° 4 (i5o)-eTo if)o /eo* 

ipfo ite-o qr^EK^fr, eie-eRe i, 


(Department of Revenge and Insurance); 


Customs 


New Delhi, the 20th June 1970 


S 0. 2160. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (i) of section 
26 of the Customs Act. 1962 (52 of 1962), the Central Government, bein.s [satisfied 
that it is necessary in the piibllc interest so to do^ hereby makes the following; 
amendment in the notification of the Government of India ini Ministry of Finance 
(Department of Revenue and Insurance) No. 1-Cystoms, d&ted; the 1st, January, 
1970, namely; — 


In the said notification, for the words “Zambia or Tanzania”, wherever they 
occur, including the preamble, the words “Zambia, Tanzania or Malhwi snail be- 
substituted. 


[No. 54/F. No. 90/44/70-L.C.I.H 


P. K. KAPOOR. Under Secy,. 


(ETERI *TeT f*ETE) 

iTTete?e> 

E# fEEET, 20 EE, 1970 

(ftfc S5Ho 2160. — ifTET EftrfEEET, 1962( 1962ET 52)EtaTEr 25 ’PTeWRT 
( 1 )im SEE ElEEEt <pr EETE EE^ 1 JTT %t^Te EEETE ET Ef EETETE gT EE f% EET EEE f 

iftE fed E ETE®EE | ETEE EEETE % fdU EETEE (ETEEE iftE fPE fdETE ) Efa^EET 

E 1 fftEPlJEE ETEtET 1 EEE^T 19 7 0i?T t[fTE5TET fE m Hi fed EEtSTE EErff 

EEE srfE^EET E ‘VrfRET ET EE^riEET” E*Ef, E^fiEET E%T E?t E^T ‘4T % VVt 
g) % IEEE EE "ETlfEET, EE^TfEET ET EETEE” 5fRi*ElFlE fEE ETEE I 

[E'o 54/RE° ifo 90/44/70-rrEo Eto-lJ 

<fT° E$E, EEE EfEE I 


(Department of Revenue and insurance) 

Customs 


New Delhi, the 20 th June 1970 

S O. 2101.— In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (b) of section 152 
of the Customs Act, 1962 (52 of 1962), the Central Government hereby directs 
that the powers of confiscation of goods exercisable under clause (a) of 'senior* 
122 of the said Act, by a Collector of Customs, shall also be exercisable b,v an 
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-Assistant Collector of Customs in such cases Involving under-valuation or over- 
valuation of goods where the extent of under-valuation or, aB the case may ha. 
over-valuation is less than Rs. 10 , 000 . I 

t [No. 55-Customs/F. No. 22/9/70-Cus.IV.J 
K. J. RAMAN, Under Secy. 

(TlFW WX qftTT fTmn) 

Rf 20 3jrf, 1970 

wr° 2161: — #rr srfsrforo, 1902 (1962 ft 52) fT sjrt 152 f 
jqtR (tj) sir srh irrfanrf ft sum frT jo, ?rfr qqt^rRi ^fr ^ fr 

3 FT srftjfFFT SRT 1 22 % 3 TR (f) F ^Ttf^T ^fVET FeF TvPRX JRI JFftFTSq ETH 

% Ft FfFnii HTR^fr if r^ftf ?Ott prf wr srt *fr jrqtFRq ^nfr fwi 

% RTF FI qi srfRJEqTFq SFfRfaF | tffl! F?t q*nfc*rffT «£T-JJ?qfFq m 

FfqiW 1 0 , 000 /- qo if fr| I 

[q° 5 5 -lfP 0 T ^I^T>o Ro 22 / 9 /~ 0 — iff 0 SJo] 

Fo #0 mq, ?rfaq i 

Tr5r?«r *rtqr faqrq 

qf 16 qf, 1970 

fr wt° 1902 — Tfhrr sffar fwr srfsjfFrq, 1956 ( 19SG ft ji) jirt 4 

3 JTTT 5RrT UlRddf FT qq'tF FIR £(J IRFR ^SITT STRo To fSTTff 

-qncffq fer# 5 ?f % fl<£f qqqr ft sff sfto uqo 5 rrs?r f? crnr fqqr $ $r rtir 

tR 3 1 5 FTRT, 1 970 cIF qRT % hftqq sfrqr iTRTH FT E^HT fd^FT FRfr | I 

[Ro 1 ( l)/*TT^o trq'o 11/68] 
FRo R^FFT, 3T Rfdd I 

CENTRAL BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES 

Income-tax 

New Delhi, the 29 th May 1970 

S.O. 2162. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 
121 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Board of Direct Taxes 
(hereby directs that the Additional Commissioner of Income-tax and Additional 
Commissioners of Income-tax (Recovery) specified in column 3 of Annexure A 
appended to this notificaton will have concurrent jurisdiction along with the 
Commissioners of Income-tax specified in column 2 of Annexure ‘A’ and will 
perform all or any of the functions performed by the respective Commissioners! 
of Income-tax in respect of the jurisdiction vested in them under Board’s notifl- 
■cations issued from time to time, 

Annexure A 


r S. Commissioners of Income-tax Additional Commissioners of Income tax 

No. 


(I) (2T (3) 


1 CIT, Andhra Pradesh-I, Hyderflbad-34 . Addl. CIT, Andhra Pradesh-1, Hyderabad- 

34- 

2 CIT, Andhra Praicsh-II, Hyderabad-34 . Addl. CIT, Andhra Pradesh-II, Hyderabad- 

34- 
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to to (3) 


3 CIT, Assam, Nagland, Manipur and Tri- Add], CIT, Assam, Nagaland, Manipur andt 

pura, Shillong- 1. Tripura, Shillong-i. 

4 CIT, Bhihar, Patna .... Addl. CIT, Bihar, Patna. 

5 CIT, Bombay City-I, Bombay , , . Add], CIT, Bombay City-I, Bombay. 

6 CIT, Bombay City-II, Bombay. . . Addl. CIT, Bombay City-II, Bombay. 

7 CIT, Bombay City-Ill, Bombay . . Addl. CIT, Bombay City-Ill, Bombay. 

8 CIT, Delhi-I, New Delhi . . . Addl. CIT, Delhi I, New Delhi. 

9 CIT, Delhi-II, New Delhi . . . Addl. CIT, Delhi-II, New Delhi. 

10 CIT, Haryana, Himachal Pradesh and Addl. CIT, Haryana, Himachal Pradesh and 

Delhi-Ill, New Delhi. Delhi-Ill, New Delhi. 

11 CIT, Gujarat- 1 , Ahmedabad . . . Addl. CIT, Gujarat-I, Ahmedabad. 

12 CIT, Gujarat II, Ahmedabad . . Addl. CIT, Gujarat-II, Ahmedabad. 

13 CIT, Gujarat III, Ahmedabad . . . Addl. CIT, Gujarat-III, Ahmedabad. 

14 CIT, Kerala, Ernakulam (South) Cochin-16. Add], CIT, Kerala, Ernakulam (South) 

Cochin. 

IJ CIT, Madhya Pradesh, Bhcpal at Nagpur . Addl. CIT, Macl^a Pradesh, Bhopal at* 

Nagpur. 

16 CIT, Vidarbha & Marathavvada, Nagpur . Addl. CIT, Vidartha & Marathwada, 

Nagpur. 

17 CIT, Madras-I, Madras-34 . . . Addl. CIT, Madras-I, Madras-34. 

18 CIT, Madras-II, Madras-34 . . . Addl. CIT, Madras-II, Madras. 

19 CIT, Bangalore-I ..... Addl. CIT, Bangalorc-I. 

20 CIT, Orissa, Bhubaneshwar-I . . . Addl. CIT, Orissa, Bhubaneshwar- 1 . 

21 CIT, Poona Addl. CIT, Poona. 

22 CIT, Punjab, Jammu & Kashmir & Chandi- Addl. CIT, Punjab, Jammu & Kashmir & 

garh, Patiala. Chandigarh, Patiala. 

23 CIT, Rajasthan, Jaipur .... Addl, CIT, Rajasthan, Jaipur. 

24 CIT, Lucknow Addl, CIT, Lucknow. 

25 CIT, Kanpur ..... Addl. CIT, Kanpur. 

26 CIT, West Bengal-I, Calcutta-i . . Addl. CIT, West Bengal-I, Calcutta-i. 

27 CIT, West Bcngal- 11 , Cakutia-I . . Addl. CIT, West Ber.gal- 11 , Calcutta-i. 

28 CIT, West Bergal-Ill, Calcutta-I . . Addl. CIT, West Bengal-Ill, Calcutta-i. 

29 CIT, West Bengal- 1 , Addl. CIT (Recovery), Calcutta. 

CIT, West Bengal-II, 

CIT, West Bengal-Ill, 

CIT, (Central), Calcutta. 

30 CIT, Bombay City-I, Addl. CIT (Recovery), Bombay. 

CIT, Bombay City-II, 

CIT, Bombay City-Ill, 

CIT, (Central), Bombay. 

31 CIT, Madras-I, Addl. CIT (Recovery'), Madras. 

CIT, Madras-II, 

CIT, (Central), Madras. 

32 CIT, Delhl-I, Addl. CIT (Recovery), Delhi. 

CIT, Delhi-II, 

CIT, Delhi-Ill & 

CIT, (Central), Delhi. 


[No. 86 /F. No. 187/13/70-IT(AI).] 
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jNffa WWW ft* 

Wi fosfr, 29 *T$, 1970 

qflo 5Tt° 2162.- — 511RFT SlfsrfRPT, 1 9 6 1 ( 1961 43) "ft URT 121 "ft 

(l) JET JRfT SlfjRft "FT Ttft*T "FR*' go "FT RT^ITTT f^T^TT 

$ 1% yz srfa^R tt ttftr rtr^et V%rpr 3*r faftfets 5m 5 trrr srnpcfli 5ih 

sm ttrrr *u^reff (s^Ffr) "ft gqmff V % t?pp«t 2 i? fafafc^ str-sft m Fgrnr % 

OT-flT«l TERtff 5.ftR>TfRT jflft 5lk t TITJR-^^^T TT ^ift "ft "if "ft 
% 5RRFT 3"T*f faftR TlfFRlfTR % 3ft iTTTRfRTT 5TR-3R 5rR*Rfi" STITT RFR f"TR 
3T% Tift 3T t+r$f fiRT 'FT 'TRET I 


''TPTT^ST "F 


•fW TTo 

SfW-’FT TTT^TcT 

■ T’ • 

1 

2 

3 


1 51R-TT 5TR4TT 5TF$T sftrr-I tTTRR-3 4 TFTT ’9R-TT ST^T, 5TRFT TRT — I 

^TTRR— 3 4 1 

5 TK 5 TRR 7 T 411 ^ 5 TRP IT^T — 1 1 ^ 
$TTRR-34 

,o* 

RTF 5TR-RF RRT^ 5ETR 3RRt 
nftjC, 5lft fa 'JR ftRTfa — 1 
5RT 5TR-TT 51TJR fajR 'TTRT I 
5RT 5TR-*R 5TTJR, "JR^-I, ^ | 

5RT 41 W-T.T 5TRW, RR— II, 

"JR$ | 

5m 5TRRR 5U<T"R ( ip^f-Sm-III 

0 * 3 $ | 

TER 5TR-qR 511^43, fVwil— I, 

3^ feRft I 

5ETT 5TRRR 5TEJ3R ft^t-II, "ft 

f$Rft 1 

10 5TR-m 5JEJ-R ftfamn f^rmr sftw 5m ttrrt 

5fft fe^fr-III "ft fo?ftr i 3ft?r 5fft fa^ft-IH, "ft i 

m 

1 1 5TR-3R 5TT^3, "pRR-I, 5T$33T3R I 5m 5TR-»FT 5TE£M, "T5RR-I, 

5T^WI4 I 

12 5TR-3R 5TEJTFT, "pRR- II, TTfRlTO I 5TR TRJRMR 5R£RT, ^3RET — II 


2 srhft 5 rj*r, 5 rtvsr sfar-II, 

§mRR -34 

3 5TPT-*R TTEJRT 5TTPT, "TRT^'R 3"ftjT 

TfftfajR ftraft — l 

4 5TR-3R 5TFJRT, fa?R, TTTT I 

5 5TR-3R 5R£R, "jwft, "ER-I, "{"ft I 

e 51 R-T 7 T m^rf "rn-II, "j^ft i 

7 51R-3R 5n^W, TJRff "ER-II, Tjnft 1 

8 TTRRRSTT^'f^f^Rfr-I^f ftRfr I 

9 5TR-«R TTT^RT, fa^ft-ll I 


5 TgK 4 Niq I 
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1 3 EfR-HR ETFjW — III, ETpTRR I 

14 ElRRT ETI^R, (5f§r°T), 

— 16 I 

1 5 ETR-*FT OT^SRT, TR 5T%^T ; vfpTTH if 

1 6 M lORT liRW, fRR ’A i ERTiqiSI, TRJT 

17 wr-'Rsr^w tkr- 1 , rtr — 341 

18 OTT-^PT E(RW, ERR — II, ERR — 34 1 

19 ETR-VT KR4H, *RRr — J 

20 EiR-m wrr TfRr RT^m — I 

2 1 ETRRT TOffT, grr I 

22 ElR-m ETRR, T^TR, clTT 

EtH , qfeTFTT I 

23 E|R-sR EfTW, TRRR, SRJT I 

2 4 ETR-m' ER[W, , I 

25 ETR-TT EIFNd, WJT 1 

2 6 ETR-m ER^cT, TfRTE SRJ5T 'RRTIT I 


ETTT ETR-TT ERjW, [fRRT — III, 
ETfmHTC I 
ERT ETR-^iT Et7i{R, 

(sfsRi) i 

Em etpt-tt etrr w sr^r rtf-t 

vj } 1 

i 

Em ETRRT *7PJR ftRff sflT 

irowr, mm i 
Em etemr Emm hstit — I 

•o j -*7 

IRR — 34 I 

Em ETRRT ERFR, WR--II JRR I 
*m ETFr-m Errepr, arRjr — I i 

Em EfFTRR ETPJR, TfklT ^RRm-I, 
Em etr-*r mpr, ^tt i 
Em etr-rt Emm q^R w <rt 

>3 1 ) L 

ntwIr Eilr tusW 'Tfamr i 
EPTT ETR-E>T ETI qR, <1 j| f 1 ^TR, 5R^p I 

*m Eiw-m En^w, RR 35 i 

Em EIFT-m ETFJR, ^FPTJT | 

Em ETFr-m etfjw qfwr srr-I, 
ETOtT — 1 


27 WT-m ETFmr, Tfrrn «rr-II, twcF i EmER-m eii^r, Ttwr srnR-II, 


WM — 1 


28 ETR-m ETT^T, TftRtT ^R-III 

^FPtU-1 

29 ETR-m EfTEJW, M PcqHRTfR — J 

ETR-m ett^jr, Tfmr 3mr — II 
ETR-m ERpRI TfNR «fnW — III, 
ETR-WTETRR, ^RERF 

30 ETR-m ejrw jjRf w: — I, 

ETR-m ETPJR, *|Rf RK — II 
ETRRT ETPJET, W: — HI, 

ETR-m EIR^R (%7jftr) j ijTSrf | 


Em ETR-TT ETT^R, TfimT 5RR-I1I, 


wwr — i 


Em ETR-m EU^kT, "RRTTT 


Em ETR-m ETTfR, (^ft) , I 
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1 2 


.31 STFT-'PT OT^RT, PTIF — I, 

stnrr-TT — II, 

STFJTcT EJPf I 

3 2 WPTT ST^RT, ftPTT — I 

wt-tt sippr, — II, 

sitt-tt sn^r, fern- — ill, 

’HTT-TT STFJf.T (%EffT) , fcwt I 


3 


WH TTPT-TT TI^TT (*T^), RTF! 1 


wr wt-tt wpd (°rgTij, fepfr I 


[Ro 86(T5roRo 187/l3/70-?rrt o £T° (^.0*11^0 )]J 

S.o. 2163. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of Section 
121 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Board of Direct Taxes 
hereby directs that the Additional Commissioners of Income-tax and Additional 
'Commissioners of Income-tax (Recovery), mentioned in the Boards notification 
No. 86 [ F . No. 187 /13 / 70 (Al)] dated 29th May, 1970, will perform the functions 
of the Commissioners of Income-tax as per Annexure ‘A’ and Annexure ‘B’ res- 
pectively, 

Annexure A 

1. Revisionary powers under sections 263 and 264. 

2. Sanction for proceedings under section 147 (a) and issue of Notice under 

section 148 [Section 151 (2)]. 

3. Approval of annuity contract under Section 80E (3) and withdrawal of 

approval. 

4. Relief when salary etc., Is paid in arrears or in advance under section 

89 (1). 

5. Determination of period to be excluded for interest calculation-Section 

243 (2) of the Act. 

6. Determination of appearance by authorised representatives under section 

288(4). 

7. Recognition of Provident Funds under Part-A Fourth Schedule. 

8. Approval of Superannuation Funds under Part B-Fourth Schedule. 

9. Approval of Gratuity Funds under Part C-Fourth Schedule. 

10. Corresponding powers under the Gift Tax Act and Wealth Tax Act. 

Annexure B 

All the functions of the Commissioner of Income-tax, under the Income-tax 
Act, 1961, and the Income-tax Act, 1922, in connection with the recovery of taxes 
■Including stay of demands, withholding of refunds under section 241 and the 
worit of Tax Recovery Commissioners. 

[No. 87 (F. No. 187/13/70-IT(AI).] 

tfRogfio 2163. — 1961 ( 1961 43) ^ HKT 121 

3 VaK T (2) JTTT TTT FTfTTTT TT SFTPT TTT fn\ TPT5T TT TIT 

f¥*wr^arr I fr tt# #0 86 (tto i87/i3/70-srT$° (tr 0 

sqrfc, ) FTKFJ 29-5-197 0 T TPh-T mX 51TT-TT 5TFJW sfo ST'TT STHT-TT SIPPET 

'XXX : T1TP-T V ?t1r TTUFT, ^ Wet-TT TIPPETT % ?TcTT Tf 

W TT’T I 
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1 am 263 264 % aaR aftcRT I 

2 am 147 (^) % atfpT TT^nf^ff % aR SETT 148 % atfYT 

^FTT snA ^ % fmY TfA [(am 151 ( 2 )] I 

3 am so Mo ( 3 ) %atffa afaar grraamaa aR: sajamr w 

4 am 89 ( 1 ) % atfta sa ^a a faaa aaaarfe grragia toi 

% m ir tt afirR % m r fw rrit | i 

5 TR THT^fa gfi RfiRTm fa% Ria % ifUFRR % aTRFafi f^TT TTTTT 

| — afafwr am 243 ( 2 ) 

6 am 288 (4) % asfta aifaiT Rfmfmfsnfr sm aatfr a^aRR 

7 aga a^fr, aur- *f % a#a afRa fgfaaf amm Rrr 

8 ag ;4 a^T/Rff, auHsr % atftg afarriw fgfaaf tt maigg 

9 ag /4 snj^ff, wm % arfta tttr fgfaar ga a-jamr 

1 0 tft-tt afafgaa ah: aa-m afafaaa % nata g?afiTR a fag at 1 

TWa 3T 

nRf at % aaa 4, faa% amag am 241 %■ atfta aiat at TtaaT, 
^ fa-nal at fia mar *fr aR |, aia-ar afaRra, 1 90 1 air ara-aT afaftiRR 1922 
% atfta aia-ar ai^Rff % g*ft ?Ra aR ar ?r^ft REjggt ar apf 1 

[a° 87 (rto go i87/i3/7Q-ar4° (^° aR°)] 


CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 22nd May 1970 

S.O. 2164. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 126 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby modifies it 3 
notification No. 3(F. No. g5/168/68-IT(AI) dated 24th April, 1970 as under:— 

(1) Substitute the following against entries at S. Nos. 46 and 47 on page 4 
of the Annexure: — 

46. A.G.M.P., Gwalior, Income-tax officer, A-Ward, Gwalior. 

47 . DAG (Works) MJP„ Bhopal, Income-tax Officer, A-Ward, Bhopal. 


[No. 0/r. No. 35/165/ 68-IT(AI).] 
Lu N. GUPTA. Under Secy. 




Sec. 3 (ii) ] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JUNE 20, 1970/JYAISTHA 30, 1892 278 E 


? " ~~ — : 

sjfS-Ttf 

dt fefr 22 , i 97 o 

T{Ro HTt° 2164-«n*TTT dfafanq 1961 ( 1 961 *PT 43) # RRT 126 5T7T 

Jt'w wfafurf ^.t jo; wwfreR 5 fty pfitrjRi 24 sra^r 1970 ’ft WTdt 

flffc^dTRo 3 (TiT° Ro 5 5/165/68 WFT=fR;iT-l) t | :~ 

( 1 ) «Rr«Rff % Y z 4 'TT^V ^ 46 cfOT 47 % RTR^ fardfaf"!^ SrffT- 

Fufar fw 5 tw : — 

46. rrt jf^r ( ?TFTf-T wftmrr, q^rri, ^rfmx 1 

4 7. 3R RfMtsTRIR (f^wW)iTHr5Pt7T ) MUm strfSRfRt, ^ri, ^FTIH I 

■mrur 

[(T° 6 (TT° H° 55/ 1 6 5/ 6 8 — 44 PT'fR (ij-l)] 
rr-?f tTd'o 0% WTT rNr \ 

» > sa ' 


MINISTRY OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT. INTERNAL TRADE AND 

COMPANY AFFAIRS 

(Department of Industrial Development) 

New Delhi, the 11th June 1970 

S.O. 2165.™ In exercise of the powers conferred by section 72 of the Indian 
Patents and Designs Act, 1911 (2 of 1911), the Central Government hereby appoints 
the Honorary Secretary, Institution of Engineers (India) Sub-Centre, Teliarganj, 
Allahabad, as an authority for the purpose of the said section and directs that 
the following further amendment shall be made in the notification of the Govern- 
ment ol India in the late Ministry of Commerce and Industry No. S.R.O. 681, 
dated the 23rd March, 1955, namely: — 

In the said notification, after item (39) and the entry, relating thereto, the 
following Item and entry shall be inserted, namely: — 

“(40) The Honorary Secretary, Institution of Engineers (India) Sub- 
Centre, Teliarganj, Allahabad”. 

[No. F, 33(15)-PP&D/70.] 
HARGUNDAS, Under Secy. 


faWT, WFrlfW SftT trUJtft «Utf 

(W^f*W firvro f*RT*T ) 

^ fwrt, 1 1 ^T, 1970 

TT° 2165. — RTOtk lik fojR^T srfBrfatPT, 1911 ( 1 91 1 ^PT 2) ^ 

8TRT 7 2 5T7T ST??! Vlf^FTt WTlftfPT 177% %'3ffaT Rfsf^" i/jf) Pt-9 

RF&T (RTTfl) ^T%nf ^ URT % Spfl'JR % frlR SlftTFR)' % 

^ | fip RUfTR % ^TTfui^) Wk iRim # 
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= .-fe 

'irfsrgw TTo Pro esi, airfr? 23 rt#, 195s ^ snit ftnir 
STTqor, spifg; : — 

TTcf if, F? (39) Sfk Slfasj T TJTTT fqTTpTtTT 

jWT jfa srfrra Tfr srroffY, - — 

" ( 40) STtdffFF 

(*rrTO) 

frfrER O^r, 


[fr° 'Bio 33 ( 15) -'fro <fro riw'fto/ 70] 
f 5RT, W ffPTT I 


(Department of Industrial Development) 


ORDER 


New Delhi, the 3rd June 1970 


r S.O. 2166JIDRA/5. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 5 of the 
Industries (Development and Regulation) Act, 1951 (65 of 1951), read with rule 
8 of the Central Advisory Council (Procedural) Rules, 1952, the Central Govern- 
ment hereby appoints Shri S. M. Dahenukar to be member of the Central 
Advisory Council of Industries till the 4th March, 1972, in place of Dr. Pranlal J. 
Patel and directs that the following amendment shall be made in the Order of 
the Government of India in the Ministry of Industrial Development, Internal 
Trade and Company Affairs (Department of Industrial Development) No. S.O. 
071, dated the 5th March. 1970, namely: — 

In the said Order, for entry No. 4 relating to Dr. Pranlal J. Patel, the 
.following entry shall (be substituted: — 

“4. Shri S. M. Dahanukar, President, All India Manufacturers’ Organisation, 
Jeevan Sahakar, Sir Phirozshah Mehta Road. Bombay-1. 

[No. 1(3)/Lic. Pol/69.] 
R. C. SETHI, Under Secy. 


(sftertfiw fwiR ftnun) 


6"$ fe^fr, 3 ^T, 19 70 

prTo gfro. — 2166 WTT° h[o/5-^ ffrl (frlTOR cT*TT WdJRTff) srffrffr- 

-frrff 19S1 ( 1961 *FT 6 5 *ff) % ¥RT 5RTO 3lt%*fr SPffrT ^ qfrf- 

■m frpnr 1952 % fuTD - 8 % Ri«t toe eotuu st ° arr 

71PT 3 o qtcT % T«TFT TT «fr PRo ntf o Tt 4 FT#, 1972 RT 5ETI^- 

3f,R qfm Tl THTO frPTTO Tuft f, fitw ^efr | f% WteffW frpPRT WtfffTOT tTORTT 
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cw hwwtw worn (nftnftq: ftwiw ft win) wrct httr % wt^t n'enr qt© 

97 1 ftntm 5 nrf, 1 970 1 ftt-wftrftR wtwn ft, Jr wft, wwfa :- 

wq^sRT wftn t sto srmwM new % wnfarr wftfft: nwr 4 n ftrwftiftici 
nftfte wftwrftw w#ft :•- 

4 0 o 'TWFJT 7 - 

w*am vm ^ftm wftffiTuwww; 

wftn msi 4 i(T r 

W T ftiTi-sp)i r Tfa : sftf 1 1 


[no 1 ( 3)/wr?iftr qft /69 
wro *fto wsV, v&x nfftn 1 


MINI STIR Y OF HEALTH AND FAMILY PLANNING AND WCFKS, KC. USING A N D 

URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

(Department of Works, Housing and Urban Ecvelcj ir crt) 

New Delhi, the lltli June 1970 

S. 0 . 1 1 67 . — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 3 of the Public Premises (Eticticn 
of Unauthorised Occupants': Act, 1958 (32 of 1958), the Central Goverrmcnt hereby efforts ihe 
officer mentioned in column (r) of the table below, being officer equivalent to the rank of a fS7elted 
officer of Government, to he estate officer for the purposes of the said Act, who shall excercise the 
powers conferred and perform the duties imposed on estate officers by cr urdcr the said Act within 
the local limits of his jurisdiction in respect of the public premises specified in column (2) cl the 
*aid table. 


L. 

The Table 

Designation of the Officer 

Categories of public premises and local limits of juris- 
diction 

(I) 

(2) 

Labour Officer, Hindustan Shipyard 
Limited, Visakhapatnam, 

Public premises belonging to or taken on lease by and 
under the administrative control of Hindustan Ship- 
yard Limited. 


[No. F. 2ioi2(5)/67-Poll. IV] 

T. K. BALASUBRAMANIAN, 

Deputy Director of Estates and Ex. 
Officio Under Secy.. 

rhe** eftr <rftqR fwTftrw twt Pntf.T, wrwm fum wwtht 

(fwwf)T, WfWTW W)T WH* fVffTH ftwTffi) 

tpftfrwft, 11 1970 

wto 2167 — WTffi TftfR ^WWt) wfafuWW, 1958,. 

(1958 32 ) #9Kr 3 IRT WTW wftWWl ffiT sftft qRft %Tsfft WCWR ffift - 
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Rmft 'fir ^FTT ( l) if *f?t tr^TIRT TTT trfafcpm £ SnfWff % far* 

■fTWTT % IT#T irfilTTft % TT % RETd Emu ffRURT Tuft f '3ft TFT ITmft 

% UETT ( 2) *T fafW sfftr qfuu; % luma’ if ?fq% ^rftrfTR ?*rEfEl rEttoI % tftaT 
rtt wlijfwT % am tt snfrr Rrm ^trqrfEE tt am wrfwff qr wRr qrui sfa se qr 
irfuflf IE qtrfsE m 'TTTET ^ I 


5rfEr3FT<"r 'pt q^rnr 


(1) 


fTfTTrft 


eEf qfrRT qr snf trk srfsppn: tjfer# 
rEtte 
( 2 ) 


NTEf ircKt, fmmn 7 ! f?m r? Erfatr, ff^wipr fwi'rrt fkfcliT T imiwfhm 

IwrsrrmET qr waEr ^lEm if bit qij qr 

faT m EEr qfEn; i 

[E° qilo 21012 (s)/ 6 7 — *ftf?r — 4 ] 

jfto ^r 0 

sqr nrq^T faEfirct e*r qefr trer rEte i 


MINISTRY OF SHIPPING AND TRANSPORT 
(Transport Wing) 

New Delhi, the 0th June 1970 

S.O, 2168. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 4 of the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1958 (44 of 1958), read with sub-rule (2) of rule 4 of the National 
Shipping Board Rules, 1960, the Central Government hereby appoints Shri Godey 
Murahnri and Shrl Anant Prasad Sharma, Members of Parliament, as members 
of the National Shipping Board in place of Shri Mulka Govinda Reddy send Shri 
Y. Adinarayana Reddy and makes the following further amendment In the notifica- 
tion of the Government of India in the Ministry of Shipping and Transport 
(Transport Wing) No. S.O, 3767, dated the 8 th September, 1969, namely: — 

In the eald notification for the entries against Serial Nos. 5 and 0 the 
entries "Shri Godey Murahari” and ‘‘Shri Anant Prasad Sharma" 
shall respectively be substituted. 

[No. F. 37-MD(6)/69.] 
JASWANT SINGH, Under Secy. 

qr^T^frrqt tfh: qmr?R 
*qswr) 

9 'iJjT 1970 

quo wro 2168—Tivfrir qEr-qfu^T «rt* Eurq ‘ i960 % fami 4 % TTfETE ( 2 ) 

ret qfm q'Er-qf^H sErIere; 1958 ( 1958 ^ 44 ) #srm 451 ^ 3 ^ 
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srfanff tt sETt^T rffu sfr nff tvtfr sfa sff «uf ° RTfa-rmNN 

^Tft % WET TT «ft *ft? Nk «ft NfiRTmT Wf, RTFff Tt TT^R tfttH 

Tti % RRFft % re e Ireer | sfrr ekr etrtt % ^tsttMY stki 

Tfer^T ERTME (Tfr^T FF^) ^ Nfa^RRT RWT TTo NTo 3767 FTTTf^ 8 fReWC, 
1969 Fr ^fl-F ^TR 1 fwRTfaa ENttFI "FTRV $, N^ : — 

btj srfg^RT if *fe r<> s Nk <3 % *i?r Efafexfr % fee et tee: *fr 
iftf ^1^ Ek Nr eert sink wet EfEfkkT srtH^NTfqcr tT wTtrcff i 

[Ro<ETo 37-qiIo Fk ( 0)/69j 
3ITO r fR$, NTT EM » 

MINISTRY OF EDUCATION AND YOUTH SERVICES 
(National Scholarships Division — N. S. 4 Section) 

New Delhi, the 3rd June 1970 
In the matter of the Charitable Endowments Act, 1890. 

And 

In the matter of the National Foundation for Teachers Welfare, New Delhi. 

S.O. 2169. — In pursuance of paragraph 3 of Schedule “B” to the notification of 
the Government of India, in the Ministry of Education No. S.O. 1955, dated the 
26th June, 1962, as amended by the notification of the Government of India, In 
the Ministry of Education No. S.O. 1485 dated the 29th April, 1067, as amended 
from time to time, and in supersession of the notification of the Government of 
India, in the Ministry of Education, No. S.O. 4362 dated the 17th October, 1069, 
the following appointments of the Chairman and members of the General Com- 
mittee of the National Foundation for Teacher’s Welfare, arc hereby notified: — 

Chairman 

1. Prof. V.K.R.V. Rao, Minister of Education and Youth Services, Govern- 

ment of India (ex-offj.cio) . 

Vice-Chairman 

2. Shri S. Chakarvarty, Secretary to the Government of India, Ministry of 

Education and Youth Services (ex-offtcio). 

Members 

3. Shri Maru Singh Malik, Education Minister, Government of Haryana, 

Chandigarh, 

4. Shri Ram Lai, Education Minister, Himachal Pradesh Administration, 

Sinaia. 

5. Miss S. Panandlkar, 8, Garden Homes, 712, 1st Road, Khar, Bombay. 

6. Dr. D. S. Kothari, Chairman, University Grants Commission, New DelhL 

7. Chri Yash Paul Ghai, Lecturer, Government Higher Secondary School, 

Jandiali, Dlstt., Ludhiana, Punjab. 

8. Shri D. C. Kothari, Chairman, Federation of Indian Chambers of Com- 

merce and Industry Kothari Building, 20, Nangambakkam High Road, 
Madras-34, 

9. Dr. (Mrs.). Kapila Vatsyayan, Deputy Educational Adviser, Ministry of 

Education and Youth Services, Government of India. 

Secretary Treasurer 

10. Shri T. R, Jayaraman, Joint Secretary, Ministry of Education and 
Youth Services, Government of India. 

[No. F. 8/6/ 69-NS4.J 
T. R. JAYARAMAN, Jt. Secy. 
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finron ti«n gw itar rresto 

Bimfa strut) 

^R° tT^-0 4 ?FJRUT 
Rf fwft, 3 3JR, 1970 
grf STr'rt RfsTfETO 1890 % RTR% if 
WT 

warn* wrft srf?FsrR, Ef fert % rtr% 3r i 

q*r° »fto 2169 . — rue rt^ir ftreflT wr ^ RrfsrgERT «r®rr giro- 

Wto 1955 ferfsp 25 ^fr, 1962 E?T SEJ^rV V EtE^ tunre ET STEERR 

etoI giT ere tor ftrsrr irtw # EftrgREi 4 ° qir° e>° 1845' 

fEEfa 29 ERE, 1967 STO E¥tfiJE fEET RET | EET *E% ERE-ERE RT EET- 

*Fff tt sflr ere irmr fwr refer re EfagERT Ro too ifto 4362 forfar 

1 7 EE^IEE, 1969 % EfsTERE ^ TR^RT EtETW WEFT SlfEREE T SFEW wfa EWff 

tft fRiRfafaE fagfREEI gEEffRT StfagfEE TT EIEt f I 

WiEW 

1. ifto E^o %o $fRo jf[o TRE, 

ftrwr W gw EET *Rft, ERE TOR (R^e) 

3R-WKW 

2. «ft REo EEEcff, 

HfRR, ERR TOR, 

folET cl«rr W EET RETIRE (REe) 

TE?E 

3. *ft ETE E^FF, 

ftrar ETOt ^fEERF ETER, R’^RT? 1 

4. sflETR liM, 

fEETE^t, 

fs?E FEE ST^RI RETEE, ftjRRT I 

5. fRTft RR° RFFEtER, 

8 ; RT3 R 

712 RR^ TT3, BTR, RTE"f I 

6. TT° gR° "filil <t, 

WSRW 

fR?Rfwm TFJEFT ETEtE, El fcTOt I 

7. WRTR Rf, 

#RRTR, TTEETE TTOER RTERfRRI fEETEE, RETORT, fWT : ^ftlRIRT EETE I 
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8 . rfY* rY° Ttelft, 

RTCfk ^TJir TlftR wf TT srf^ 3 TT, TtSTfl TO, 

20 HImIm^R TTlj HSR! — 34 

9. STo («frRcft) TfavTI TOM, 

TT fwai W-rUpT , fWT RRT RTT %TT RTCT TOT 

1 w^YrY 

10 . «(Y R° TT° wm, 

RfW Rf%R, f<?TTTT crsrr RTF iYRT R-tflMH, RTTd TOR I 

t?f 0 i[T° 8/ 6/ 69— ipr° q^ro 4 ] 
ffo 7T° ^TTTRT, RfH*r I 


MINISTRY OF IRRIGATION AND POWER 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 6th June 1970 

S.O. 2170. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-rule (2) of Rule 133 of 
the Indian Electricity Rules, 1956 and In consideration of urgency of job and 
difficulty in procuring suitable 3-3 KV motor and control gear of 630 KW rating 
for working the hoist, the Central Government hereby directs that the provisions 
of Rule 118 shall be relaxed to enable M/s. Hindustan Copper Limited to use the 
630 KW, 6-0 KV. motor and control gear for working a hoist 
underground, at their Kolihan mine subject to the condition that the relevant 
provisions of the Indian Electricity Rules, 1950, shall be duly complied with in 
carrying out the Installation. 

[No. EL. II. 0(5) /69.] 
M. RAMAN ATHAN, Deputy Director (Power). 

fawtf nrt fanuft rttwt 

R i f^fr, 6 1970 

8T'° 217 0." — Rr<RTR f^fY fa^DT, 1956 % 1WT 133 % sNpPPT ( 2) 

snr sett srfRTFY tt rtfr ttY ^ ’tfY 'otrwtti sftr rr% f?pY 

630 33 %o rY° rYzT flYT F»i*i<a u i Pia t tY mi(ki "ti fid’ll 

tY kjtr ir « wr tr^nr | fr Fm 1 1 s % tt 

fvrf i T q1 ) 4V , J l fTRT Tiq RTfr 4flRI %f?R[R TTRT f%° STNY RiYfHRR TJTR t ’[fuMd 
{jIrr % 630 frd'ld 13, 6.6 %° ^Y° RY?T rYt P r lMtf''l fRRR TT JrRYR 

TT RT RTcT ^YoY f% sfOTH TFT T7T RRR RFcffT fdddY PFTT, 1 9 5 6 % 

rttPift %Y grt t rf<HHTr %Y i 

[r° fa° ?to-6(5)/65] 
ftRo TTRRTR^, TT-fRTTTT (fasfNY) 1 
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MINISTRY OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING 

New Delhi, the 4th June 1970 

S.O. £171. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 5(1) of the Cinema- 
tograph Act, 1952 and sub-rule (3) of rule 8 read with sub-rule 2 of rule 9 of the 
Cinematograph (Censorship) Rules, 1958, the Central Government hereby appoints 
following persons as a member of the Advisory Panel of Central Board of Film 
Censors, Madras with effect from 4th June, 1970 to. 30th September, 1970. 

1. Smt. Padminl Achutha Menon. 

2. Smt. N. S. Mani. 


[No. 11/10/09-FC.] 


TR.tR RRiRR 

Rf fefT, 4 1970 

tTRo w o 2171 : — RR fRR RfafdRR, 1952 ^ RTTT 5 ( l) tftT RR facT 
(%RT) fHTHPE-n, 1958 % fRRR 9 % TlfRRR 2 % RTR 'Tferf^ 8 % TTffPTR ( 3) 
3TTT JPTft m fkJ H' 1 0 RT RRtR "t td 'tv*‘sTl*i R * to <. % Kl fdH Hi Hi d 

vt 4^r, 1970 R 30 f?rar«n:, 1970 rr facR 3 rt rT* % rhtr rrt^tt 
R0«R afTT RSRT Pro f%RT | > — 

1 . sfrfpfT W®JdT %RR 

2. iffRrft tfRo trRo Rftrr | 

[R° 9>To 1 l/lo/69-tJTio %to] 


S.O. 2172.— In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 5(1) of the Cinema- 
tograph Act, 1962 and sub-rule (3) of rule 8 read with sub-rule 2 of rule 9 of 
the Cinematograph (Censorship) Rules, 1958, the Central Government hereby 
appoints following persons after consultation with the Central Board of Film 
Censors as members of Advisory Panel of the said Board at Madras with 
effect from 4th June, 1970 to 30th September, 1970. 

1. Shrl M. Govlndan. 

2. Smt. C. L. Meenakshi Amma. 

3. Shrl P. V. Chalapatheeswara Rao. 

4. Prof. M. Marlappa Bhat. 

[No. 11/10/09-FC.] 

tJRo W)o 2172 : — wfETfdRR, 1952 ^ ETRT 5 ( l) RR- 
fRR (%RT) fRWRtfr, 195 8 %fvRR 9 % 3Rf%RR 2 % RTR Rfed ftTRR 8 % RR- 
fwr ( 3) , yin rrr wftmff rt rrIr rrAr rtrjt % %Rfhr fwR %'rt Rtf 

% TRR% RT% *dfRTRt Rt 4 3JR, 1970 % 30 few, 1970 

d 1- RRR Rf? % R5TR RRrffRTT RRTR RT RTRT fdd“td f%RT ^ 

1. «ft fPTo FtfcERR 

2. ■sftRfft T[Ro rfldTtjft tFRT 

3. Rt fTo fto RRFpffaRT 7:rR 

4. srto 1TR° RfTRWIT RT 


[RT° R° I l/l 0/69— tTRjo %t°] 
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New Delhi, the 5th June 1970 

S.O. 2173, — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 5(1) of the 
Cinematograph Act, 1952 and sub-rule (3) of rule 8 read with sub-rule (2) of 
rule 9 of the Cinematograph (Censorship) Rules, 1968, the Central Government 
hereby appoints the following persons afer consultation with the Central Board 
of Film Censors as a member of the Advisory Panel of the said Board at Bombay 
with effect from 5th June, 1970 to 30th September, 1970. 

1. Shri Kamaleshwar, 

2. Smt. Dinbai K. Dubash. 

3. Prof. (Smt.) Yijaya Rajadhyaksha. 

4. Shri C. D. Jeffereis, 

5. Prof. K. G. Aggarwal. 

6 . Prof. P. C. Dubey, 

7. Shri S. S. Rege. 

8 . Shri D. G. Nadkarni. 

[No. 11/12/09-FC.] 

df facdT 5 ^T, 1970 

(TRo *fro2173.-TTfV?r srfiTfdTd 1952 %V SKT 5(l) WTf%5[ 
fdWdcf) - 1958% fdtRT 9 % dTfddd 2 % RTF Tfcff fdW 8 % TlfffTF ( 3) JRT 5RW 
<rfsr«rm dd spitff tut wwr % f%GT ii 'TTR'« a R% 

3trf%RT %t 5 1970 R 30fdd^dT 1 9 7 0 tFF ddd % Wt dPdT^diR 

itort dd RdFd fd^w fcrr t : — 

1. gft d T dV dT 5. STto %° #0 WFTTW 

2. NfarfrfeddTf %o JdW 6. sfto tfto tffo ijJT 

3. %to (>sfhFfr) firdddFJrrwT 7. 

4. Ntdlo 8. nV ito ofro drddvff 

[do TiTo ll/12/69-qHo lft°] 


ORDER 

New Delhi the 8th June, 1970 

S.O. 1 x 74 . — In pursuance of the directions issued under the’pro visions of each of the enactment# 
specified in the First Schedule annexed hereto, the Central Government after considering the re- 
comrlenditionsofthe Film Advisory Board, Bombay here by approves the film specified in column 
2 ofth; Second Schedulcannexed hereto in all its language versions to be of the description specified 
against it in column 6 of the said Second Schedule. 

The First Schedule 

(1) Sub-Section (3) of Section 5 of the Andhra Pradesh Cinemas (Regulation) Act, 1955 
(President's A ct 4 of 1955). 


The Second Schedule 

SI. Tide of the 
No. film 

L;n?th Name of the Namcofthe 

35 mm Applicant Producer 

Whether a Scientific film or a 
film intended for educational 
purposes or a film dealing with 
ne.vs & current events or 
a documentary fi m 

I 2 

3 

4 5 

6 

1 Sr.3iilam 


5ii'46M Shri B.R. Sathyan, 
R.S. Movice, 
Secunderabad. 

Documentary film (For release in 
Andhra Pradesh Circuit only) 


[No. F. No. 28 / 1 / 70 -FP APP- 1467 .] 
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*MV%vr 

=Tf 8 WT, 1970 

w>o 2 i 74 . — tift OTfr to V'jyM'i Jr Proffer Seim wfafaqTr 
% 3TOT % W^FRT ^TTfr W pTOTff% =W^R, TTfTR, faiRT fHTtjfnT 

*f)Tf, ftmfwf TT PHTR % arm, ^JKI, *TT% TTFT SPft fj?fW ^FJ- 

% qtm 2 Jr tfr jrf fa^r ^ ttt% ^nrrftT «rmrt % ?nft T*trFtrd H%r t farm 
f^nor ttffT tw fcfhr spigot ^ wr 6 # fcqr jwt $, ^ftfrr tfiTtfr | : — 

sm 

(l) STFCT T^TT PFfaT ( OPFFl ) STFufTOTT 1955 (TI^TfT % 1955 
¥rfqfrOTr qft Enrr 5 qft ttstrt ( 3) 1 

fafcr 


*PT W TPT 

wrr 


fJftc’-H ^ STT^OTi VT 'TFT Pi-nfcTT TT 
^n=STT$ 35 TFT 

tftoTfro 


'Hi I ^ JTlfHT f r n r 'fi 

| TT fww ?FOTrft 
fWT^Tr TFTVUT 
*fk TTTfr^ *&■ 
butt fer $ 
TT 3 Tf%Rft fTFT 
$ I 


1 . sft^FT 


511.46 ^^toRTTo 

TfiTT TTTOTT, STiT 0 tr^f 0 

Riti nestis 


(%ott ?rm sr^r 
nfe % fvnj) 5 


[TTo TiTo 28 / 1/7 0-^0 (ft- o qfrfw 1467] 


S.O, 3174. — Inpursuanceof the directions issued under the provisiensof each of thcenactmcnts 
specified in the First schedule annexed hereto, the Central Government after considering the re- 
commendations of the Film Advisory Board, Bombay hereby approves the film specified in column 
of the gecond Schedule annexed hereto in Guin jaratito be of the description specified against it in 
coulmn 6 of thesad Second Schedule. 


The First Schedule 

(1) Sub-Section 4 of the Section 12 and Section 16 of the Cinematograph Act, 1952 (Central 
Act XXXVII of 1952). 

(2) Sub-section (3)ofSrction 5andSection9 oftheBombay Cinemas (Regulation) Act, 195s 

(Bombay Act XVII of 1953). 

(3) Sub-Section (4) of Section 5 and Section 9 of the Saurashtra Cinemas (Regulation) Act, 
1953 (Saurashtra Act XVII of 1953). 
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The Second Schedule 

S. r.cle of ;h; film 
iNo, 

Fjngth Name of the 

35 mm Applicant 

Name of the 
Producer 

Whether a scientific 
film or a film intended 
for educational pur- 
poses or a film deal- 
ing with news & 
current events or a 
documentary film 

I 2 

3 4 

8 

6 


x Mxh.t.chitra No. 124 243 ■ 84 M Director of Informa- Film dealing with news and cur- 

tion Government rent events (For release in 
of Gujarat, Gujarat Circuit only). 

Ahmcdabad. 


[No. F. 28/1/70-FP App. 1468] 

K. K. KHAN, Under Secy. 

q 7 0 rife 217 5 : — HT«T vEft THE 5E[?JTt T ffrtrffuT SETT wftjfrTE 

% ttrh % srmfct ^rrfr f.-ir ^ Pruff % rutr, htttt, pEur htt?tt!t tP?, 

•4 »-4 $ »l?t fHTTfuin T7 pTTR r L < d T TiT , qd^TTTI, T7T% 'PTT' £ I T*ft fjpftT 

% teut 2 *r Tt nt fw Tft th% ^TUrfr tot mrER h%t, fmm farm hh% 

-T.ET TTT feftT % TiHT 6 it fen 5 m FStfT TTffr I : — 

ST«T7 w^^ft 

( 1 ) wTh# TfirPum, 1952 (1 95.2 Tr 37 Tt fefPr HfaPEUT) Tt arm 

12 Tt TTOKT (4) cfTT 9TU 16 I 

( 2 ) fffTJTr (fsrfTTT) ^rftrfdTtr, 1953 ( 1953 T1 17 Tt 4fffer- 

Pm Tt am 5 Tt mam ( 3) tht am 9 1 

( 3 ) Putm (faftm) nfa-Punr, 1953 (1953 tt i7Tt 
Tftrfwr) # am 5 # Tram ( 4 ) ttt am 9 i 

fr*fPr ir^a^t 

r^vU pRET TT TET fwT Tt iTR'TT TT a ta Plain i TT 39 1 ^JTlPiT f’+it-a 
JHWT TRT$ 3 5 HUT | tt f%w H«Etft 

ftf o tft e PERT ft HT a a I - 

tr 5ftr aiatd+i 

TRrwt faerr 

t TT iTfimft 

PHRT | I 


1 2 3 4 5 6 


1. Hff[PlPl3T 

243.84 ^-qai Pi<$‘ti3>, 

aaidrc stir hut- 

HWT 124 

tfteT ^■CET HTTR, 

Pit TRnrff it 



tutPhct Putt 



(%RT ’pDCET 



hPt£ % %%) 1 


[tf° TTo 28/l/70-qT° 'ft® qftfw 1468] 
% o % o grr, HR I 
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNICATIONS 
(P. & T. Board) 

New Delhi, the 11th June 1070 

8,0. 2176. — In pursuance of para (a) of Section III of Rule 434 of Indian Tele- 

S -aph Rules, 1951, as introduced by S.O, No. 627, dated 8th March, 1960, the 
irector-General, Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specifies the 16th July 1970, as 
the date on which the Measured Rate System will be Introduced in DEOGARIT 
Telephone Exchange, Bihar Circle. 

[No. B-54/70-PHB.r 
D. R. BAHL. 

Assistant Director General (PHB)^ 




(witff rtt ) 

9 1970 

qio 2176. — ptrpfl qnTRW 627 8 RT<f, 1960 IRE 

(tn^fTfrrripT 1951 % RTTcfar RTT fwff % faPT 434%^ III%cfcr (v) % ?F[?nT 

EFF RTT NH K pr %RT n 16.7.70RMHlfTRtR-Smr?ft RPj; VT 

ffiWT foRT $ I 

[RO 5-54/7(HfVo tT^o affo J 


[rfr^fPP (qiVo qs*o afro) 


qftfanH rvt trfr «f,r m* «n$ tfrrwi 
(qstftnw vix TfiitR farm) 

Rf 16 1969 

VI o WT° 49 23. — TRT (vfrlR STT^VT, I96 0 4 

R RTVTT ^d^flKI frfipTSR TSR qfr fwi tffrlR sfr ftcT SWfr ^frfr, ffiTftftrfelRi 

Wl fr ffiRR VTsfr | : — 

tipM^d TRT j UW 

qrr — i500*rfa;<^r — 1502 J . . 4. 40 R 0 stfRfoo rtr 

umd , , , 

— 1712 .... 3. 90 T5 0 RfRfVo UTR' 

— 1948 . . , 6. 80R° STR 

(RRTtW 't'l-Hdl fr fd tl P-+I (dtf 

[if» 'FI° 5(7)/69*TRRm-l| 
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WT° 4924. — TTT (tYtR fTOTOT) wftn, 1969 cTTJYl 1 6 ftTOTT 
1069%TV>¥ 2(v) %WJ?PHJf%7^TOVRHYo;o TOHfV^TTTTrr TOVTT 

<f£)ftiTR aw thtto wYt aw erra; iraw af ftanY vt Trarjirr jtto :ror4Y 
*n% ft Jr, rffrow Tar vt tar fftjvr vrrfr £ 1 

[To Wo 5 ( 7 ) /69-WFPT- 1 ] 


wftv 

Tl fcwft, 16 ftw«P : 1969 

Wo Wo 4922.—' nmw WftrftWT, 1955 ( 1 955 W 10) HTTT3 
IPT ST'TcT W1 f*Ki <4 1 VT SPTft TRY gtT stYt TTT % JMTTt'nftl qY df+l TJVi sflWT IT 

Yw Jf 3cSlftd YfFTOS 75 1 y, % ftwi Vt ft ft d ft d VTY 3?f ^ftj fj Y, d;Y ; J TOiR P3TJTTTT 
ftHfHffflfl mYvr JRTrff Y, Wlft; : — 

1. rTwrr f.r*r, farwc vx sht^vt • — ( 1 ) wYh afiRcr ttt (#q^r ftwYro) 

wtYh, 1009 *r^r w tott i 

( 2) 3RVT ftPTTT TH^JT 7TPH <TT | I 
(3) T$ §7W STIR fY WtT5T I 

2. .' — WftW Jf 3R TV fY fftTf Jl WWW wJftrH H ft, 

(v) “ftwav” Jr xf wrYv % snrYwr % fro; %Hftw wtvr jpt ftjjva vY$ wfar 

hY rfftro 7 ttt vr ftwv I, wftftrr |; 

(w) "wt^ttY’ Jr vlf wfta, hY nfara tut % vrr tt Iwr vt vertt vttt $ 
toY wvr jr vTTsnr Jr hrw | w wYt tt Jr ftftprfaT 7 ft wfJwftRr 
t, wfaYar |; 

(a) “ftfrolaT" Jr vtf «rfw ^ft Yftvw ttt vt ftfawW vttt wftiid |; 
(et) “fvsf.IT vfta” Jr ftftaftr qr qfwr T %1 ?[? ftva ftraJf ftva Vlfftpr 
7ft TftwftR I, Wftfta | ; 

(w) ‘ft'ftoFT'RY’ Jr tY% srftvtftiT wYt 7 Tp.fr Jr ftfafta fvtft 7ft sftp vt 

TTT^Jft HTjyhr T$T wfmT l ETwft; ; — 

( 1 ) YfWE T^T TTfT - 1500 wYt 1^-1502 

( 2 ) WITH TTEttr 7STT Y? TTfT- 1712 

( 3 ) wftws: 7 TT His TIE -1 95 S 

3 . ftrvr vftrr fawn?: — sft'f ftftirfaTWT oTq^iO tt ?rt wfvr ttt 
vt, 5t ij r 4 % ?fjttt°i Jf ftm vt fvspT tYtr Jr wftiv ftvT vftm tt *t ftw vYw 
wYt t ftvr v 7; f % ftiq h^th gYn tt wwtt stwt vYtt i 

4 . ftrvr vtwr ^ \ ftrcrpi : — tpvtt tt ftftsv, ttph Jr ftftfim rfft-ror 
f ftfT TTT % HPTFFT tY JfPWfHH HFTcT Vt GTFT Jf TBRt §r^, ^T TO ft ft ft d TfftTOT 
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tft Fft f*m-FflFF Vr firifPif tift-fst 3r sifter ft jttt ffrhff ft faFF ft f%ft 
F k Fft<?T<R TFT Fit F3T F?t FTFF fafw fFFF FftFF fFFTT 4ft 3R FFFft I 

5. VTTtSTT V V*\* FT FftRH HVt fft FTnjVt. — ^T ^FFfKt qfRTT V ^Tft 

f? FfVpR tft ft fftftt FRir & faVt FfF?w ftf ft fepw V fVtr tV fij Ff^cs: 
tft Vt fFftm fft Fft IVtf VtFF Vt gVr, tr#fr tHf ft fWf Wit fV qfrFT ft snft 
FTft fcff. FigF V Fiift % ffttr F?; Fpr ft fr i 

e. r*rf; Wt W ti^rtV V. Fft i Vft :--Vif fftfftFfaT ft fete 
RF: fTW % fat* tVt Ilf ftfVqtR TiR Vt fW ft Fft TT%FT I 

7. (Vm ff, srK.nft fi crm wrfq 4ft wfFW • — fftftFF ft VrftF ftftt nr 
ttff ftfft ff eft WfiV fti ftjIf trftt frt rt fftfftR Frfft^F fVFT ftp? 
Friirr aiTT, 

(q?) fWt Wcr Vt Vt frw ft Wtr ttr ft MffW f.tft fr ft fVrft 
sFFSrrft Vt FFrfftqfft ftfWT tft % fFfftFRr ft tot fWr ft *pf irff- 

gTT ft TTFfSTF FfftftFI ffiit %%rn% STIFF! <t F%FT %T IV ftlFFT FT 
fafFR STTfHf.F TtfSTlfr TnV?T ft fftfftfVr: FT ; 

(<a) 1‘qfFFVlFnFFSlfi FVftShtF felt fife ft ftftqpe TFT % fftftt fFfftF’i'F 
FiF, fftFF FT SET Tf ! F*f4< FT V^TT 7!$FT FI fftfftfVs FT; TFOTT; 

(f) fVftt fafftWr ft fVft ^FFfrft ft^ftqiqnFfa' V ftftR ft tift Wef 
qr FFWfft ftfWs TFT % fFfVnW FT ^F FT fFFF ft ttr irff^tt f 
TFF fVlF ft?fr 5nFFTV ftF^FFt FT ftflf FF JTFFT F FF FT^FT it fFfF- 
fFR fqq R'TU , ff Vr f'fwt FFFT I 

8. fF^WFr, FF6T W T FW^ft Vt tffalYFt : — fFFFFT FT VmJIf FFFR FT 7RF TR^R 
■{ r Eft FfeqVt Ft ViF gjir tf fqfrR fiVt?f Ifft ftf ; 

(ft) ftrlFRT 4iT h%FT FT tVrqfr SFfFF ff 

( 1 ) FRvT Jr FfT^3 W V ftfFFtcrr Vt FT ^F% fFFflFT V FtflF FfF?P^ 
<ZT % fFf?,F>[ if FFftTF fF’^t Ff^ff, $[Vf FT SlfF^Vt Vt 

(2) fWf ^F F^ I ft Fft FT FF% fFFFF % F#f TFT V FiF faFF FT 

SPF TRFFfR ^FFfFRT fV^f Ff^ff, %Vt FT Ff^Wt F?T, FT 

( 3) ftir fFfFFiFT FT «FF^Rt % FT TJFFT fFFFF ^ F#T FFT V 

fVrft trtft w; 

fWsTF FTTft V [rvr FTfVjF FR H%FT I 

(ft) f-Rft qfRR Ftws: TFT fIf fWfFF ^tFT ?ft FT fVl3T jtFT ft FT 
Ff^t PffVf ft snfsrtF FfsrFTrft' V Pfffif fr^ ff ftrft ^t fV Fft?i«e 

TFT Vt FTFF w *n^FT FF F?VFF 5FT|, ftT^T|FT?tftFftt, fVf FR 
F%FT FT FWRft FVFT FT fFFft =FfVr Vt 5TFFT FR% FT FRRft ftft V 

faF FrfVfF fr fVft 1 
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9. ATA5ff ‘.T A "J AR (R PrfAAtAT AT AT ATf 3RA SAfAT, fsTAAT RT 

Al^ST SRT AT RT% AlfYA ART pRgf hPaTaY * AlfFT AYf AT^T AT Pt^A RRY faAT AAT 
5 ^ Altff AT fR^AT AT A^TFTT AYAT I 

10 . AaYr :-RT ATAA % AAPT ARY PAT Ai*, PtAAA AT ATpRA TtPtART A 
fotfY OTRI AT Pt%A JRT sifftfcT Rt^ ®a 1 w, AT^AT AT Pt^AT Tit AfP ART ARY % rfYlT PlA 
% tfYcR A^Pl TRAR AT SApR AT A%AT 1 

[*R AT° 5 ( 7 ) / 6 9 -TATAA - 1 ] 
iRTo TTAf^AAT, A^JAT AP^AT I 


(a^iTaAA PAATA) 

Rr Pa?AY, 23 ATAYY 1970 

AT° W" 870. — AU YrYYa^R+RAYa^ aYYa 'YaT % Pa AYAffA P AA STPRAA 
| pA ^ATTT TRA if ATT A A Af Z\ AT ft ApAAt Pa'A (AfTATTAR ) AT Y 5 YPAAA % 
qfTAAA % Pa>T ATS’TARA Ya ATT ARpAA jf A AT A T A ART pAOT$ RAT ATpR AR pAf 
TRAf AT Pr®rY % A Yf A T A pR ir^TTA-I TR^aY if A PAT «jfiT if TTAtA AT aPaaTT 

aPaa atat ^ : 

AA:, AA, Y^YPtAA ART ART (aPa if AAAYa % ApAAR AT AAA) STPaPaAA, 
1962 ( 1 962 AT 5 o) AY ART 3 AY RTATTT ( l) IRT 5 TAYT aPAcIAY AT TAYA AT?Y 
gTr $vjf|ir ARE A WA TTAIA AT ApSTAR ApAA ATT AT AT AT ARTA AAfIRT ATfAA 
PfAT | I 

3 . AAA aPh if ffi n ■*( 4 Aff ^ Pfci , ATT aPh % AfA ARAATAA PtUiY % pjR ATWA 
ART AiPaARY, ^pRTA TRRRR (Ya AAT STRYYa i?A ATAYa) % AFpRA, AtYaT % 
AfRpfY *Ya, YPf Yo 27, RARITT TTT, YrA AAAFT % TTA ApPjT-4 At RT Apa^AAT 
Sf?r ArtfR A 2 1 PtAY % YY?R AT AAAT I ^AT AT#T ART ART fT SApfA fAplf^A: A? 
^YY AAA aYrT fA ATT AA Ai| ATAAT ^ fA RAAtY T^ART$ ®A Pld HI : TfY AT lAlfY fYrfA 

®aaataY tff afPa I 

AATATA TfY aY A'+i Tl =S pTAt PlTA ( SRAATATA ) AA ^TT ASH' AT Pi'tSiAT 
RRA AY AWf : 1 5 TffSTR 

AFJAT — 5 RT TRA — AATTA Pji<?ti — ARTATATA 

AtA TFfeRT AAAT |<RR ATT AY AR 


t^rm^T 330 0 3 0 

239 0 14 40 
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"ifa 

^wjt ittot 

pfZT 

5TTT 

eft WIT 

"TfTnp^T — (TO) 

237 /"ftTtT 

0 

2 

70 


237 


1 

0 

2 

52 

238/2 

0 

15 

30 

226 

0 

7 

92 

227 

0 

9 

53 

225 

0 

6 

32 

228 




1 

0 

2 

13 

138 

1 

46 

04 

149 

0 

9 

00 


[TTo 29 ( 7 )/ 68 -*rrf 5 ft rrtrr Srfro] 

Tf° Wf° 8 71. — TO: ’f.'-ifPT 3Tt "Tf ^TcftcT ftcTT ^ f*F tflV fftl Sf "If 

WPTSTO | f*P ’pT'CRT TITO Sf for S^JT tft t[ ^ Sr #ffoFt f"TOT ('HfTOTdro) TO 

■tj)fdTO % <rfTc|pH % far? wmito for tot snffro for TOifor ara fSrait TO'ft 
sttr 3# tfif’ff firero £ sr^ft^r^r ^ fcnj f^orai? wfrNtSr foro ^ Sr 
grotr to stfrorc TifTO "ftto smwv $ : 

"TOT, TO, ^tf*TTO 'TlfTTOfT ('jfa Sf TOTt"T % SlffoFTT "FT Ttfor) TTftrffoPT, 
1062 ( 1962 "FT 50) T>t STITT 3 "fft TOHTTT ( l) JKT T77T WfWJff "FT 5PTt"T "Ffot 
f IT ifT^hr "TTTOT % TO^T TO^fol TO TlfsiTOT wl^ld TT^ TO WTOT WTTO I'd^SKI "TtffoT 
froir $ ( 

3. tot flfor Sr ffrou vH TOffo r, to .ijfa % fo% ittototo fTOfot|% fro? 
ftt^t topt snfy+rO, ftoto (to tot insfro to wtot) % to^to, 

JiftTT % qffonrt $?r, to 27, wtjtt tX fofrr toStot % tot sn!kT -4 "Ft w 
srffogw <tft Trrttsr St 2 1 trot % 'tfftrr to: ^r%ror 1 ^ht smfor to% trt fr TOfro 

fdtd l Vg : "Tf tft TOTO fot"Tr f"F TOT ^Tf "Tf TOffT $ f"F TO^t TJTOTf TOffom: ft ITT fSprfr 
fqfsr-«qronft "Ft to^tt 1 

dd i oN ifr €t f<F % ^rftTOt firro (m^rts) to "fa wr froroT 

fttto ^t dls 1 C 1 5 iftro 


Tiro — Tprrrr Pftt — to^ft — T roftf 


TOT TO TOT 

»F?ero#WT 

fTOT 

STIT 

eft TOT 

sftr 

292 

0 

12 

45 


290 

0 

9 

60 
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*177 >pr qrq *r<srr ffR tY wrc 


w^-(fpsr) 


291 

0 

15 

00 

295 

0 

1 1 

40 

ivt 

0 

2 

70 

344 

0 

3 

00 

342 

0 

3 

00 

341 

0 

2 

90 

337 

0 

0 

09 

343 

0 

2 

50 

340 

0 

6 

90 

361 jq\ 

0 

15 

03 

361/^ 

0 

2 

67 

458 

0 

9 

75 

461 

0 

3 

90 

462 

0 

5 

55 

463 

0 

6 

45 

552 

0 

0 

21 

559 

0 

7 

95 

554 

0 

4 

8 0 

557 

0 

3 

7 5 

555 

0 

3 

80 

556 

0 

5 

40 

565 

0 

X 

95 

564 

0 

18 

15 

697 

0 

0 

10 

696 

0 

12 

75- 

695 

0 

10 

50 

695 

0 

0 

5 0 


0 

3 

60 

44/tV 

0 

10 

05 

4 4/^ 

0 

18 

45 

48/^ 

0 

8 

55 

48 /‘ft 

0 

10 

65 

47 

0 

1 

92 

so/'tY 

0 

13 

95 

60/«ft 

0 

12 

60 

eo/'rY 

0 

3 

05 

59 

0 

7 

45 

58 

0 

16 

75 
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#F FT FTF 

T'FSrfF ERE 


<UT 

ft ff# 

*fhT-(#r) 

55 

0 

2 

15 


57 

0 

2 

55 


ft# 

0 

I 

85 


670 

0 

7 

95 


[fto 

29( 7)/68-mf # #/#R ^ ftfft# (tr).] 


FT° WT° 87 2. — FF: ##F TOF # F? qfttF ftTFT ft fft #FfftF ft FT 
stttrff ft % T[3mcr tpv ft ftq eft? fftfet # # ff ft ft## fft?# 
ff qjtfftFF % qfftr?# ft Fft trtfrt ff fft srr^Rr^ - ft# «rnft»r gr# fftarf ft# 
TTlftTT #R rr^fr FTT# FT fwift % FF'RF % Fft F=T|7TFF 5p$f# ft T^IT #F ft 
fffet ft stFst^u. Ff#T ft-tt sttftff ft : 

ff:, sr , fjtFh-ff ft5'TF#t (^fr if ftf# ft #~(jfr ft tt^f) ###rF, 

1962 ( 1962 FT 50)# STITT 3 # FTtlRT ( l) ITT 5TTrT W^FF# FT F#F F#T 
fT ft-#F TRFR ft RTF RTF# -FT FTHTR *tFfF F# FT TTTTT FPFT ET^TTTi #FtF 
fFFT ft I 

3 . FTT '<jFf ft f|FT 4 t##, RF iJpF % #ft FRTF#F f-T 3 Jrft ft f#[ 

ttt#t r$tf qrFFFrftT, jjtrtf Fr#FrsFR (ft# fft ft kPtf ft# ftttTt ) % FTFftrF, 
*rftP?r % fFtf# £?r, ft? fto 27 , fffjtt ft#, #jf ft?ftf ft ftf f#tt-4 ft sf 
# srf|;<rFr # ftt# ft 21 fft# ft #=r ft f%ft 1 ftqr ftt^t f# ftft ?# ^rfft=r 
fftfftffttR q-^ ftf ftt #tt Ff ttt ft ft frit ft fF RFFft fft# rFftf: ftt ft fft# 
fftfa sftft# # ft# 1 

FFTFTF # # T[F ft ft## fft?F (tTFFTTF# ) FF ftF FTT'HI!# fftWFT 



R#F # #1# 

: 5 ft#R 



FRF FFRTF 

fFFT TTfFRTF# 

cmjFT 


FFFft# 

FTF FT FTF 

TTftWFft^FT 

ft 2 #?: 

*TR 

#*TR 

FftFT 

642 

0 

3 

45 


Flft ^F 

0 

0 

25 


641 

0 

2 

60 


640 

0 

4 

75 


637 

0 

5 

85 


638 

0 

0 

75 


623 

0 

2 

75 


622 

0 

3 

65 
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sraVr irwrr 


<tr 


^arr — (?fa) 


621 

0 

4 

15 

619 

0 

0 

85 

620 

0 

0 

85 

6 1 6/*TT<T 

0 

2 

40 


0 

0 

35 

6 1 6/^TRT 

0 

2 

80 

615 

0 

2 

90 

614 

0 

2 

25 

590 

0 

4 

65 

5 8 8/*TFl 

0 

5 

30 

588/EUT 

0 

0 

35 

454 

0 

3 

80 

455 

0 

1 

05 

456 

0 

4 

90 

mi fap 

0 

0 

85 

435 

0 

0 

75 

434 

0 

7 

25 

433/^rnr 

0 

2 

90 

433/*TFT 

0 

2 

55 

431 

1 

3 

85 

430 

0 

2 

25 

389 

0 

0 

95 

429 

0 

5 

10 

390 

0 

2 

72 

391 

0 

0 

68 

392 

0 

4 

10 

339 

0 

4 

45 

335 

0 

4 

15 

341 

0 

4 

05 

334 

0 

1 

85 

332 

0 

4 

15 

312 

0 

3 

10 

202/*mr 

0 

6 

65 

4 

0 

1 

30 

202 /f^ 

0 

2 

55 

84 

0 

0 

60 

83 

0 

6 

40 
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«tft T7 qnr 

fasti ITOTf 

fa*T 

srrT 

ft TTT 

afaT— (fa?) 

68 

0 

2 

75 


81 

0 

2 

70 


80 

0 

4 

10 


79 

0 

3 

55 


77 

0 

3 

80 


95 

0 

0 

75 


96 

0 

5 

80 


97 

0 

3 

65 


98 

0 

3 

25 



0 

0 

30 


2668 

0 

5 

40 


2657 

0 

2 

50 


2658 

0 

5 

20 


2653 

0 

0 

45 


2659 

0 

1 

95 


2651 

0 

3 

15 


2650 

0 

2 

85 


2634 

0 

4 

00 


2633 

0 

1 

00 


2635 

0 

4 

25 


2630 

0 

5 

50 


2628 

0 

1 

00 


fafaqfafa?) 

0 

1 

80 


2599 

0 

2 

5 0 


2597 

0 

3 

00 


2595 

0 

0 

25 


2594 

0 

6 

00 


2593 

0 

5 

00 


2592 

0 

4 

75 


[tfo 29(7)/68-WTf 

VT° WTo 87 3. — Tel: ^ 5T^fV?T $)di ^ fq> qfar f^pT if JJf 

| % *T TTPT TT»T T RT &T JUTFTW Tf ?T <T'F far5R (^T^TOTTT) T«F 

%Jrfr^T % frr qr^qm^r Tt r«tt wRtv fa *nfar iri fasrrf stmt rt%^ ^ fat 
Rifat fa ffafa % fam % Frct rTR^TTTO l^gfa T iffa KjfiT # R-fafa TT fafarR 
<Tf%T 8R7TT $ : 

set;, «nr, <TjtF5pnr irriRTSi (ijfa ®r Tfafa % fasmi «pr wfa) fafafunr, 

1962 ( 1962 ^FT 50) fa 9TTT 3 fa ^TSinT ( l) IRT Wf^Rnff W fafa ipfa 
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67YT7 % TT wftl'tii < 41 fat'd *6 ^iT ?FRT ^TTFT^T *Tlfad 

ftnn $ I 

3 . »jrfa Jr %r^ar qrrf ®ifw, fawt % farq 

ot^t snfsFFKt, Jj^nrar (^r rr*rr qrffaY ’fn % ,wrfa?r, 

^rfar %■ HfiNift ate, qo 2 7, w^it fm, W 5 irq % tut qrkr- 4 qft % n srfsr- 

fHT qft qrftrj % 2 1 fan! % tffar qr?; i wrefa qrr% Am 87 azrfaq fafafase: 
qir *ft qr^i i far <w r 75 ^ 1 ^<ri 1 ^ far tt f+tff fafsr «h «mi 4 I 

qr^T 1 


q^FiTq £t qqr % ffwr faw (snwsTwiq) ppp 4n qr^wfq fawn 
qT^wm q?t ■flrfarf , 5 *fter 


TT^T — *l*Km 


*tr *rnr 


frWT 


faW — Hi^KMK rTFTT.T — JWTTtf 


^rfsfrirqw 

ifTT7 

i* 

*nr 

'ftsnr 

9 

0 

8 

75 

8 

0 

5 

75 

10 

0 

3 

50 

37/WT 

0 

0 

80 

37/WT 

0 

1 

35 

37/WR 

0 

1 

25 

36 

0 

2 

05 

38 

0 

3 

30 

52 

0 

2 

05 

53 

0 

1 

75 

55 

0 

1 

85 

67 

0 

4 

10 

64 

0 

3 

30 

65 

0 

1 

00 

63 

0 

2 

85 

^A> 

0 

0 

75 

78 

0 

1 

80 

79 

0 

1 

00 

96 

0 

8 

10 

80 

0 

0 

15 

95/ATi 

0 

1 

45 

95 /qr i 

0 

0 

60 

95 /vri 

0 

2 

40 
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qtq *PT qiq 

qfwT!T qwT 
WPP 

5*ST 

«mc 

tft *nrr 

Pn:,q^ (m) 

dsjmi 

0 

1 

10 


9 5/qr^ 

0 

0 

85 

ffom (ffW) 

171 

0 

0 

75 


170 

0 

2 

90 


181 

0 

3 

45 


182 

0 

3 

45 


184/VTFr 

0 

0 

50 


184/qPT 

0 

0 

50 


i84/*n»r 

0 

0 

95 


184/qrq 

0 

2 

90 


190 

0 

3 

00 


187 

0 

8 

00 


93 

0 

4 

00 


92 

0 

1 

80 


169 

0 

3 

55 


W 0 WT ° 874- — 3RD *3 Tf ^ M^Tlci fflfl I f^T *f ^ ^TR^T^i 

$fafj;gTRrqFKrSr ^Frnrnr^^r^^ #fwrtfqw (w?jf?rk) tp f^tfwr % Tfr^r 
% ferq qiyr M i^r for cnrr Mrfkw *?q grpfor gnr frOTt snfft tfrr ’m^ff «Pt 
ffospt % jpforc % fanr ^ <thts irrg^T <r ww *jf*i ?r wTft *pt srfirerc sifw tot 
WHTWP |; 

wr:, "nfW (^ t ^wfr ^ nftw<. w ^rfa) qM-m, 

1 962 ( 1 962 fT 50) ETTT 3 # 'dHHTKI ( l) 3 HI WrT WpRT*ff TT TTfP TW Jtr 
IH3PIT ?t gfot 'TFTtfT 1 PT WftFPTT Ml^d «t> vt TT ?FRT WVN ^cl^ai <.1 ^tfa?T 

fWI I 

3. *jfq Sr %ris wrfw, gg % ffr% qigwr^r % f^r 

^rsur snfspprft, wnw wtiF? (for wt sn^ffor flrr srFfor) % % 

qffopft W 5 T, ff o 27 , fmqqr trs, q'flviw % tht aufar-4 qft ^rf^wT 

q?r ?rrfta Sr 2 1 fwt % nfcn: qrr *r%qr i w^q wSr qrwT ^ sqfw fgffofog: *ft 

*pw «pforr f*p wt for mfoi ^ far gtptft fo‘=u{ «r(Vin: ijt qr fwfr faftr swrrFft 

qft Hl'-fid I 




TOFFt 

o cs. 

FFTFTFFtFttTqTTt f f^FT fFFF (f^FFTTT?) CRT TO TOFTOFfFTOFT 
FTSF FT FT?Tf : 1 5 Ftof 

TRF — TORTF fTOT — FfFFRTF FTFTO — TOTTOTf 


TOT TO FTF FFTOT gw 

«TOP tTOT TO Tf TO 


"28 /FT 

0 

85 

70 

FtF 

0 

1 

50 

28/'ft 

0 

72 

60 

57 

0 

49 

5 0 

115 

0 

66 

00< 

1 06 

0 

22 

75 

109 

0 

7*2 

00 

102 

0 

00 

30 

107 

0 

16 

05 

108 

0 

04 

80 

TO^fFffFFFFt 

0 

00 

45 


[f° 29 ( 7 ) /68-?nf sftTft/^FTtroF M ff (€t)] 

TO o ®rr 0 8 75 . — TO: ksfpT FTTOT Frt F^ TOfa fTFT | % TO %T % iff TOTTO- 
|%TOHTO TITO if kr <TO TOR IH'TOIto^ fTO> fFRT (?TfFFTFTF) TO: 7pW 
%/TfTOfF % fTO MI-iTOITO kr TOT RlffTO FF TOT FT 5RT frof FTFf FT%F TTk 
F Ft FTiFT FT> fTOTO % 5PTRTF % IfR TTF^FT F TOf F fF *T FTOkTOFfsTTOT 

?rf%F TOFT TTTTOTO f> I 

TO:, TO, tftfFFF TOTTOF (FfF % FTOtF % FfFTOT TO TOF) FfsrfFFF, 
1962 ( 1 962 TO 5 0 ) # TOT 3 FTORT (l) IRT TOFT FfTOFf TO TOtF 

TO%|F klTTOK F FFF FTOtF TO FiTOR Ff%F TOT TO FFFT TOFT TTFFTOC 

Frfro frorr 1 1 

3. FTO FfF F fifTOF TOf ®FfTO, FF FfF % F~T% TRTORF fFSTF % fTO^ TOFT 
FFF STTfsTTOTT, FTOTF FTS'TFRTO (kr TOT FTffTO FF TOTTf) % TOFfFF, fTOt %r 
FfTOFt FF,fTFo27, FTOJTT k?, TO5TFT ^ TOT FTlFT -4 ?F FfSTfFFT 

FrrFTftTJ% 21 f.Ff %FkTTOF%FT I OFT TOTT TOF FTFT FT TOlFF fFplfTO: Ff 
FtTOTFFkTT%TOTFl Ff TOfFT | k FF^V TJFFTf TOfTOF: frFTfTOftf¥F TOFFTFt 
# FTTOT I 





N3 A 

totototo to! to TfroR fqw(?r?;jT?RTc; ) top<trtot?to fro^TO 
tot^to # TOteif : 5 toYst 

RPR — 74 Rid fTOTOT — TORTOTO7 TOTOTO — TOTTOTtf 


tot to - toto tototto totto |tot tot 71 toit 


toto! 


686 

0 

4 

65 

68 7 /TOR 

0 

1 

15 

687 /TOR 

0 

1 

30 

687 /TOR 

0 

1 

55 

68 7 /TOR 

0 

1 

85 

687 /TOR 

0 

1 

60 

687 /TOR 

0 

0 

75 

687 /TOR 

0 

3 

70 


[tot 2 9( 7)/68-?n^?Tt7l/^: 1 TH 7 TOfroro (I)] 
TOf fTOTOY, 4 TORT 1970 

TOR STr 9 74- — TOT: %rYt TOR 77 TOdYTO 5>TO | for TO>P %T 7 TOTOTOF 

| far TOFTR TOT fdTOTO fTO° % TOTOTOST fafaRTY TO?R % TOTrYTO TOTTF fTOTTO % fTOIJT 

TOfa? (qfaTOftTOTOTOTOTO) % TOffa-nr 7?tfwr ^ qfrof7% f^ 
totrr JYro faror far° grn f'-rsrf tort to%t tot ^ft to?to to flrafa % totttoto % fapr 
7<1^wN 4 TOTOIRY 7 3faR TOfTO 7 TOTOfY7 TO TOfsTTOT TlfTOTO TTTO TOTOTOF ^ > 

tot:, tot, TlrfTOFr tor-torto (toFto 1 trr % ?rfsFFR to tor) TOflrfTOTOrr, 

1962 ( 1962 TO 50 ) Rf TOTT 3 tY TOTSTRT (l) SjITTTRtT TOfadTOT TO 77 f 7 TOTO 
TO5TO TOTFR 1 TO!# RRR TO toRtTOT TOfTOTO TTY TOT TORT TORR tr^g-RT TOYfa 7 
fTOTO | I 

3. TOTTO TOR t ffTTOTO TOf RfacT, TOTO TOfTO % TOTR TOff qRT?TO fTOll % fan* ITT TOT 
TO5TR 7rfoTTOTT, TOTTTYr It faTOR faf° % TORfapT, 9 TOfTOT TOfiT TOTT T^7TO, TOTTOTl- 1 7 

tRw^tRt^tto toYtottYu Jr 21 ferY % ^frroR: tot to%tot i tjRTO#r tort tortt toPr 

fafafaR: TO^ TOY TORT toIr far TOT TOf TO|[ TOTiTTOT | far TOTO# TflTOTf RfadTO f T TO far# 
farfsT RTOTOTTOY TOY TOTTOTO I 
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tfy TT TOTTT 

WTTOTt 

f\ 

TTTT TT1OT 

fOTTT OTOTT (TftfTT TTFT ) 

tYtotttt 



OTT3 TOT 7 

TOTTTOT TTTOTOTRT 

t c\ 


1310 

. 005 

TfOT-^ 

1312 

. 1 1 

TTT 

1324 

. 005 

-Tff- 

1325 

. 01 

— qifr— 

1326 

.018 

-OT'r- 

1 327 

. 01 

Tfww-K 

1330 

. 03 

sfww 

1331 

. 12 

TOT 

1332 

. 01 

TfOT 

1333 

. 03 

TOT 


(to 28 ( 7 )/ 6 8-mf T>Tt/tOT^%fTT] 
Tf fOTtt, 9 TTT 1970 

'fjo wto i0 60.-OT:%^TTTTRTftOTT^^tfarmTrffrif 
tft^OTTTT TOT if afro sffo IT TtTTTT- 1 

TJTTft OTTOT TT qVtfTOT % TfOTfpT % fa"? HT^q^TT^T TT TTT HT^rf^U ifr TTTtT 3TT 
f : TOrf ?Rl TT%T TRrfqT TTOTt OT fOTTT % TTtTT % fTT Tra^qrr^g: 5T^fr Jr TfTT 

*[fT if totht ot tIttr: srfOT otht titott | ; 

S^2. tt:,ot, T^tfim wtttot (^TTqrtTtTfgrOTOTT^T) tFtIttt, 1962 

( 1 962 OT 5 0) TTT 3 # TOTPT ( l) 6KT OTT wfartl TT OTTT OT?f 
%TTfT TTPR T TTT TOTtT OT srfsrrn; TfOT OTT OT W TTWT E^aTT EtfqT 
ftTT t I 

3 . tot ijfr if fmzz ^frf otFot, tt ^fr % trq ttutttot f«r®iT % ftr 

TTOT TOT JTlftmft, IJTTT m^TTI^OT ( flT TTT STfft'T jfa TTTfT ) % TOT^OT, EffTT 
% TfifOTT OTT, fl ifo 2 7, TT77TTT TTT, T^T spPTIT % ITT, OTV3T- 4 OT ?T Tfil^OTT apt 
TRTT T 2 1 ftrf % Ttr? TT T% 0 T I ffTT TTOT TOT TRT OTfOT faftfosz Tf 
Tl TOT TtTT ft OTTTf T^ TT^TF | % TTTf IJOTrt OTfOTOT: ?> Tr feft Wu 
OTOTEff tt TTTT I 
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MS* 




STSFTFTO TWl^n^^ir^rTTTcIFqT^T 

<lTs/i fsreJTTT 


TI7T — *£JTTTT 

fTOT — rfaTHT 


TTWT — 

-kItott 

*TfaTTTOT 

tfTSTW TWT &ZT. 

sm 

TT SET 


180 

0 

14 

84 


165 

0 

12 

38 


1 64 

0 

5 

62 


168 

0 

9 

OO 


“'ff fr TtT 

0 

00 

44 


221 

0 

2 

50 


222 

0 

12 

50 


223 

0 

00 

25 


[ft o 1 1 ( i ) / 7 o-fan: ?rf%] 


H31.-W; mm Tt nf T?frT frar 1 1% TtrfaT if t? htttw 

2 ( RE) 

?FF T^tfWT % ifWT % TtWTW cETT TTffcFF STPItT fTTT fwif 
STEfr TTF^ sftT ^rft TTTTf *Ft fsrs r^ % TOtTT % fcR 1 >^TTTO SFJfTT Jr 
^Pr if sqifW tt srfsmT srffar tttt strait | ; 

2. SET:, VH, 'TTTTWTT'T (*jf>T Jr TWET % rfWR TT TTjR) StMt^T, 

1962 ( 1962 'FT 50) ^ STITT 3 TTOTTI ( l) 3TTT 5R?T ^rfwff TT WT 

•r^T ththtt Jr ttt? ttt>t jft srfsRET srffar tt tot sitot 

6TTI Tlfw fan t I 

3 . to Jr Tt< ^Tfar, tt *jfr % ^H 5 qmsrrvr faBnt % fr3 
<rrwr Jrrfspfnff, ’prar TnproRRr (ffa mx srr^ffro ffcr stptTt} 

Efr TR-’m, -nfa £ TftTTfr sfa, fir ?f° 27 , w^jtt frr, t^jttt % tt TOr, 

^frrr-4 ^fr srfsr^m s?r mfrar % 2 1 faff % *fm tt Tfarr 1 tJet sn#r 

TTTT ®tFeI faPrfaj *I?> <ft 3TOT “tfall f% W Ml^TTf ^ f*E '80'tif TJ'TTn* 

«rfanfr: ^i jit ffafr fafsr r*torT vf toStt i 
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% ^Fr ^ III ft # sft ITU I ^FF WRTT^T fTOHT 
^.|j 4— Tf.j| TIT f^FvTT— 'TFTFT— ETrTT 


TOT TOT tST 1 ! TOTOT 

tTOT 

TOT 

or TOT 

qrrftTt . . 3 04 toto 

0 

9 

75 

3 04 TOTO 

0 

5 

1 0 

305 TOTO 

0 

12 

00 

3 05 TOR 

0 

4 

5 0 

3 05 3TPT 

0 

6 

00 

305 toft 

0 

8 

10 

395 

0 

1 

5 0 

290 TOFT 

0 

4 

50 

2 90 TOFT 

0 

3 

45 

2 8 9 TOFT 

0 

29 

40 

289 TOFT 

0 

0 

24 

287 

0 

4 

50 

288 

0 

3 

75 

267 TOFT 

0 

4 

65 

267 TOR («^) 

0 

3 

80 

263 

0 

12 

00 

258 

0 

8 

85 

249 TOFT 

0 

10 

20 

249 *TFT 

0 

15 

90 

248 

0 

9 

15 


[*t° 29(7)/68-^*Ttlft/%^^§rf^T] 

<FT 0 HI 0 113 2 , — *151: TOR TOffa ^tTT f f% dl+fgT Jr 5R£ 

TOTOfTOF ^ f'P ’ysTTET 7TTO *t TTORTRrTO ST5T Jr TOTOT fTO 39^V^%5fV^ 

cpr ii rr'F'f^ifaoo %■ % fro? mi^htovi oto Hi$fd+ ^?et TOrtr inrr frorot 

'STFfV Trf^ wk^lfr TOTTt 'Ft fTOTR % 5TTO4T % fro? TOTg^ft it FrftiTT vrfa 

Jr ttoft tt «rfwT srfar srm totrtt f ; 

2 . tot w, m^iRimh 1 ('^fJr Jr TrofFT % ssrfsmr sttt) irfaf^riT, 

1962 ( 1962 tt so) sifr ^nrr 3 ^t twitt ( 1 ) giro ^ifaror'i to TOftRsmrt 

gH^sflO 6 cTOT ^ TOFt T9*it0 TO 5rfW'+ 1 <, Srf^TT + <rt TO TOTOI TOTOT U;a4 S TTI TtfcTT 
f%TO | I 

3 . tto ijfJi Jr fga r A -5 TOfro, th ?riJr % Tt^ Tr^TOrTTO Q<w)i^ % 

to£t rtoi mfsnFTft, ’J^rrt 'ttwttcti (fa 5rar siTffrrF *hr srwFr) % TOrfror, 
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— ~ — — — 

anfar # srw, Ttq To 27 , tIt, qqi?rrq f qrcr, qYtrr-4 

srfapprr qY crrCta Y 2 1 fcqr % tYr ft q%qr 1 Ytt srr#r ftY frt ir 
® qi% fqftfcR uf m f^ft ftw if Tiffn % % Trrt sqfqqqr: 
?t JTT fFTt fqfa ^T^TTTifr $Y TTTcT I 

3 9 Ft FI % 3ft aft FT ii cfF 'mq^fTET fq^MT 


TFT-q-fRTT fsp-rMR TmFT-qiTT 


qt*r 

qqqi 


WT 

'ft' WR 

qzqiii 

. 157/1 

0 

2 

52 


[T o 29(7) /es-srrf- m qr/TTT oy* srfarrj 


FT o wr 0 1133. — qT: 3WR FT q^ Prato ftTT | % oftF %T if q^ 

w im? | f% yjxi^rr^ir qqrqfq rtf rft f m timr 14% 

4t 5ft qq ii arF f ^rfrmq % qfTqfq % far ftt frqr sttfItf ft 5nqYq 

sra $mi 5fT?ft ?rk Yrt ttwt Ft froiY % jutTor % faY 

*r Tfw Tjf*r it qqqfq ft ?rfaFTT fIYr ftr firrt | 1 

2 . m: , v&, tf^tfsm WFTl^T (qfqitTTq'Tq F qfaFTT FT SfYt) ?rfTfqqJT, 
1962 ( 1 962 FT So) qY TTTT 3 qY TTSTH! (l) JTTT 5TF?T FfFTqY FT 
STqftT qTT qr?jflT 7RFR F TTTTT FT »rftfFR qfftTT qTF FT SORT amq 
tr^'Fiqr Tlfq?r fw | i 

3. ^3W qfY Y qYf *qfw, ttt vjfa f Yt% fwrY % faY 

srm twt qrfaFRr, ’ittict qRqTiRq (Yr ftt qrtYYF 4 t vrYlq) % Fiqfrq, 

qVkr f qfqqqt efa , ft Yo 2 7, qF<yv.r fm, fYott % qw, qrY?T-4 Ft 

5 T «rftr^RT qY qrftg- % 2 1 fioff Y ttYr ft t%tt i ^tt *n^ jfrrY ^mr 

3qf«R vt *pr 1% w | fqr tt^ ^qqrf ®qfqT5r: 

$1 m fqrfi rqfsr sqqrFfr # TF#er 1 

(qt tt tr^ 1 4 T qft # o;t i qi^q fq^m) 
TjR-n^fTR- f^TT - ft Tr^Fr—qrar 

ijk qq^r t®tt Ifr ttt ql ?tr 


qrsqniT 

266/2 

0 

3 

48 


350 

0 

1 

50 


351/2 

0 

4 

80 
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Tfa 

TEET TfWf 


TTR 

fa wr 

T3THT-Rlfa 

351/3 

0 

0 

2 I 


353/1 

0 

1 

56 


3 56/3 

0 

1 

92 


354/1 

0 

4 

20 


354/2 

0 

4 

5 6 


355 

0 

1 

68 


1 12/2 

0 

0 

60 


138/2 

0 

0 

60 


[To 2 9 ( 7 ) / 6 8— TTTf TTT Tt/FTR rnr? 


Vf° Wl 0 11 34.-7T: TTTfR Tt m T7tT fftTT % fa TfaffT T HT mWTT 

£ fa *pRFT T55 if TTTTtT ttT WT T ETTT RTT f TT mm 7T ft 2 9 T 3ft "fa 

n;*r T 'f 'jrfarr % TffafTi % ffar tttttttft far mm Tifffa tt tpttt trt fa® Eft 
^ftt Tiffa sr> E?fr TTifa tt f^rsr^r % fafar t fair tt^r^ if Tffa 

Tfa it TTTFr TT faKTTR TTfaT jr-r STFREfifr | I 

2, 5R.\ TT-T, I jtfaTT, TT^TTRT (far if "TTTFT % TlfaTR TT Tlfa) faffffapT, 
1962 ( 1962 TT 50) Tt 9771 3 TT TRFT ( l) 5RT 5RrT wfam TT TTFT fa^T 
5 ^- fasfa TTfTr ?r TTR TTTfa TT wfsTTP- Tlffa Tfa TT TOT TRET TTfr jrt Ttffa 
fan $ I 

3 . 'TFT far it TTf sifar, TFT vjftT % ffa TrSTTTsT ffafa % fofa 

TFHT T5RT TTfsJTRf, *JRTTT TTTT RT^T (fa rRT TTfffa fa TR'Ft) % TTfa-R 
9TFTT % Tfafaf ffa, fa To 27, T+T7TT tp, fa^R faRR % TFT, 3RVr-4 Tt RT 
scrftrg^FTT fa TRfa TT 21 ffat % faoR rt T%TT I fal Tfar Tfa TTRT ST nfar 

fafafaR m fa ttt farr fa ;rt nr nr rrtt I fa ggfa fanm: fa ft 

fafa fafa RTTTfa/'fa TTO7 I 

WTRfa 

fa fa i- 29 ^T pfT pfr JT 3 =r II FTfT TRT RUR faTJRT 
TTR-TRTTT fRRT-faT TTRTT-TRT 


Tfa 


tt-tr mm 

£t£T 

RR 

TT TR 

TRTTTT 


251/2/1 

252/1 

0 

0 

O 

2 

28 

08 



[To 

2 9 ( 7 ) / 6 8 - 

To ifo 

mi fa Tt/%rr tttr Rfar] 
far ttr tit, trt Tfrr i 
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MINISTRY OF LABOUR, EMPLOYMENT AND REHABILITATION 
(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi , the 8th June 1970 

S.O. 2177. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 13 
of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) and in supersession of 
the Notification of the Government of India in the late Ministry of Labour and 
Employment No. S.O. 706 dated the 28th February, 1962, the Central Government 
hereby appoints Shri R. K. Chopra to be an Inspector for the whole of the State 
of Madhya Pradesh for the purposes of the said Act and of any Scheme framed 
thereunder, in relation to any establishment belonging to, or under the control of 
the Central Government or in relation to any establishment connected with a 
railway company, a major port, a mine or an oilfield or a controlled industry. 

[No. 21(2)/68-FF.I.] 


tWttt wh: 

fir wr) 

dfftmt, 8^T, 1970 

<FT° Wfo 2177. — FtftrTfl RfuBT fdftj srfsilwT, 1 952 ( 1 9-5 2 TT 19) "Ff 

am i3FftFitrm ( i) am tttt wftTFt ft ttFi Fmr j-pr tfir wmr ftfft % «t»t 

Wft fftfiK TSn^FftwTR^FTFT °FToF|To 7 0 6 TItTt 2 8 FPCFTt, 1 9 6 2 Fit wftTFlfT 

FT# ftr TOF PTT^sm *4t WTT o % o rfftaT Fit i3FT wFdrTT wtT WtftT 

fsrrfmr ftrft Ftth % ffTftt tfttt % ttfst 

4 FT ft (ft Tn TTFft, tt^TTtPT, ’TFT FI cTTf 6EF FT ftTF 1 f?TcT 'TttFT T (ftfsicT PTHTT % (TFT if 

[R 21 (2) / 68-qtotnfio I] 

New Delhi , the 9th June 1970 

S.O, 2178. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 13 
of the Employees' Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) and in supersession of 
the Notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Labour and 
Employment S.O, No, 3701 dated the 5th December, 1962, in so far as it relates to 
Shri U. H. Sainani, the Central Government hereby appoints Shri U. H- Sainanl 
to be an Inspector for the whole of the State of Gujarat for the purposes of the 
said Act and of any Scheme framed thereunder, in relation to any establishment 
belonging to, or under the control of the Centratl Government or in relation to 
any establishment connected with a railway company, a major port, a mine or an 
oilfield or controlled Industry. 

[No. A. 12015(1)/70-PF.I.] 


9 3JT, 1970 

fto wp 2i7«.-FR , 4md' wTaftmi, 1952 ( 1952 Fir 19 ) 

1 3 F?t dM E| 1 <1 ( 1 ) ski SRTf Ulftfltjj FT STF^F hi ft gTT Ffft '6 I <,d RTFTT % 'FfT'^ ’’-TT 
FfiT TfTTFTT Hd I AT Fit FT o FTTo (T° 3761 (frit^T 5 fftlPPF t, 1962 Fit, 'F^i’ cTF> 

STTFT TRET 4tF° rr^o t^pft T ft, srftTTtF F?ftf fT, TcftT RTFTT «ff TTFo <?TFft FT 
JW wftlPioH % sflT dtft WWtfi fTTftT ftilft TF^tr % spftjpff % ft u ft nfl F (RFTT FT 
mft fTFwT'FI tf) T ftrft Fim % RTS if FT %(ft thFT FTWpft, FfTTWT, W FT (Rf-WT 
FT finffiTFT TFfFT % FFfEFT fWt FFTTF % TTET 4 TTTEf (FT % ftp frftSTFT 
filFFrf FTFxfl ft | 


j*fo TTo 12015 ( 1 ) / 70 -fro TTT$o I] 
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S.O. 2170. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 13 
of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) and In supersession of 
the Notification of the Government of India in the late Department of Social 
Security S.O. No. 3777 dated 23rd October, 1964, the Central Governmeni hereby 
appoints Shrl R. Gururaja, Assistant Provident Fund Commissioner (Grade I) to 
be an Inspector for the whole of the State of Andhra Prate 1 - l lor the purposes 
of the said Act or of any Scheme framed thereunder, in relation to an establish- 
ment belonging to, or under the control of the Central] Government, or In relation 
to any establishment connected with a railway company, a major port, a mine 
or an oil field or a controlled industry, 

[No. 18(20) /68-PF.I.] 

<FT° 2179- — fdlN STfafarpT, 19 52 ( 1 9 5 2 W 19)=FtSRT 

1 3 *?T TTETTTT ( l) dRrSI'Rd Wf'PPfi dT TOW dtdgq *TRd % Hdq^ 

RRTfNP FRIT fddTd # ufa^^dT Hi» Wo 377 7 dRTN 2 3 Rd^JR, 196 4 df 
RfiTd'id dTdfqd^TddRpR tsff^RoTTFTTdT, dfRdd fThfCT faftl RPTd 7 ( N'jff I) dT, 

Rdd STfafddR 0T Rd % Rdtd ddlf fd’dl R?qq % STdldd'r % fdd d^q - dTdi r dl qT 
frmJlTSftr fd-#!' RRAT % FTFN' d dT fddl J:d dTdlT, diRdffd dTld qT dd fdR qT 
fddfdd TdR d difed fddT ?qT-id d ddd if dPRT RPN dtE jpnf % 
qd^gRT fdftdd fddRrdRfl | I 

18(20) /6 S— 'fbotTcp o X] 

S.O. 2180. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 13 
of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) and In supersession of 
the Notification of the Government of India in the late Ministry of Labour and 
Employment No. S.O. 1487 dated the 4th June, I960, the Central Government 
hereby appoints Shri K. N. Misra to be an Inspector for the whole of the State of 
Bihar for the purposes of the said Act and of any Scheme framed thereunder, In 
relation to any establishment belonging to, or under the control of the Central 
Government or in relation to any establishment connected with a railway company, 
a major port, a mine or an oilfield or a controlled Industry. 

[No. 20(ll)/68-PF.I.] 

T.'rowro 2180- — T4drfr dfdd fdfa Rfdfddd, 1952 ( 1952 dr 19 ) dT irn 
1 3 dt RTORT ( 1 ) £RT 5TTTT TifecFTT dT ddPT 317% gq «ffr 'dRrT dTdTT d Rdf# Rd 
TfNfiTT ddREr dt d o dT o SR o 1487 4 ffd, 1 960 dT RftTdtd 

dd# gq rrfr; qqq jin Mt % o qq ° fw dr RdT Rfqfdq'd ?fk ?roVd fdtfRd 
f^-p^dd RqRnft d fJrq ?RdR % qT fdqsRrTsTqT fdrf]r pqTTd %ddd Jr 
qi forr tr qp:.pf t, dgrifR, nt-t tt dd qr fddfdd dsfRr Jr d«rfer fddfr Rrm % rrj 

Jf TUffrf Tr?q % fdql fdTPTd fddTd ddeft | I 

[?» 20(ll)/68-froqqRo n] 

New Delhi , the 12 th June 1970 

S.O. 2181. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
13 of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) and in supersession 
of the Notification of the Government of India in the late Mmistry of Labour and 
Employment No. S.O. 1367, dated the 18th May, 1960, in so far as it relates to 
Shri A A. Bhaskar, the Central Government hereby appoints Shri A. A. Bhaskar 
to be an Inspector for the whole of the State of Gujarat for the purposes of the 
said Act and of any Scheme framed thereunder, in relation to any establishment 
belonging to, or under the control of the Central Government or in relation to 
any establishment connected with a railway company, a major port, a mine or a* 
.oilfield or a controlled industry. 

[No. A. 12015(1)/70-PF.I.] 
B. K. SAKSENA. Under Secy. 
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fiffoeYt 12 1970 

H.towjo 218 1-TOHKl'HfTtqYTfa^lTOTO, 1952 ( 1952^ 19) YV RKT 1 3 
Yt RWRT ( 1 ) TRT wfTOTT TT tETRl YTO |u TOTOT TO17 % '<JTjY “-PT YY tY>T- 
*nr Yurto YY wftrgw Y° 4 T° *no 1307 totYj is rY i960 Yr, ^nrr ?fp 
Y^rst YY Y°q° rrtoc Y t, 'tRuiYt t?to tostt rrfr q^srcr re^t 

Yr 3 ■it nfgfY ht YYc rtY vjYt YrYYt fYYr mt Y strixt, Y f?r>7 YYtt 
Y tv wY Puto mir r i«rrw Y jutto Y qv fYYV ft ttlYY rbvtot, sm tt Yn 
Yt Tt fa q TOT 1313 Y firqf Yd F 3 TTT Y 'RifTO Y TT^Y UiRTT TUT Y Yet Ylf^ATV 
fTOTO TrYT I I 

[Y° <T° 12015( l)/70-'ffa qrio I] 

Yfa Y° TOfYTr, 1 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 9th June 1970 

S.O. 2182-. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Chandigarh In the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the Punjab Cooperative Bank Limited. 
Amritsar and their workmen, which was received by the Central Government on 
the 4th June, 1970. 

BEFORE SHRI P. P. R. SAWHNY, B. A. (HONS) CANTAB BAR-AT-LAW. 

PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBU- 
NAL, CHANDIGARH 

Reference no. 2/C of 1970 
Between 

The workmen and the management of the Punjab Cooperative Bank Limited, 
Amritsar, 

Appearances: 

Thakar Durga Dass, concerned workman, with Shrl Tek Chand Sharma. 
Shri Ved Pal Suri — for the respondent Bank. 

AWARD 

An industrial dispute having arisen between the workmen and the management 
of the Punjab Cooperative Bank Limited, regarding the matter given below, the 
Central Government in pursuance of the powers conferred by section 7A and 
clause (di of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, 
referred the same to this Tribunal for adjudication vide Labour and Employment 
Department’ Notification No. 23/6/70-LR III, dated 10th March, 1970: — 

Whether the demand for payment of enhanced conveyance charges to Shri 
Thakar Durga Dass of the Punjab Cooperative Bank Limited, 
Jullundur City, for attending to the clearing work is justified? If so, 
to what relief is he entitled? 

2. The reference was fixed for filling of written statement by the respondent 
management, but before it could be done, the authorised representative of the 
management and Thakar Durga Dass, concerned workman, appeared and expressed 
a desire to make statements. Accordingly their statements were recorded. 

3- The authorised representative of the management, Shri Ved Pal Suri. has 
stated that there had been a settlement regarding the dispute between the manage- 
ment and Thakar Durga Dass, concerned workman, to the ellect that the conveyance 
charges of Thakar Durga Dass, clearing clerk, will be Rs. 25/- per month instead 
of Rs. 13/- per month from the date of reference and that an award may be given 
aecordJrrgly, 
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4. Thakar Durga Dass, concerned workman, who heard the statement made by 
Shri Vcd Pal Suri, has stated that he endorsed it and added that an award may 
be given accordingly. 

5. In view of the statements made by Shri Ved Pal Suri, the authorised repre- 
sentative of the management and Thakar Durga Dass, Lhe concerned workman, 
that the dispute had been settled between them out of court end It had been 
pgrted that the conveyance allowance of Thakar Durga Dass, clearing clerk, will 
be ennanced to Rs. 25/- per month from the date of reference, an award is given 
that Thakar Durga Dass, clearing clerk, will be entitled to conveyance allowance 
@ Rs. 25/- per month instead of Rs. 15/- per month from the date of reference. 

(Sd.) P. P. R. SAWHNY, 

Presiding Officer, 

Central Industrial Tribunal, Chandigarh. 

[No. 23/6/70/LR1II.1 
S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Under Secy. 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 9th June 1970 

S.O. 2183. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (3) and (4) of 
section 5A of the Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Act, 1948 (9 of 1948), 
the Central Government hereby appoints Shri P. S. Menon, Chief Engineer, Cochin 
Port Trust as Chairman and Member of the Cochin Dock Labour Board vice Shri 
K. P. K. Menon, granted leave for fourteen days from the 6th May, 1970 and makes 
the following further amendment in the Notification of the Government of India 
in the Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour 
and Employment), No. 3074 dated the 23rd August, 1968, namely: — 

In the said Notification, for the words ‘‘Shri K. P. K. Menon” in both the 
places where they occur, the words “Shri P. S. Menon” shall be 
substituted. 


fNo. 55/9/69-Pac IL] 
C. RAMDAS, Deputy Secy. 


9 ip, 197 0 

«nr O WT ° 2183 — TEE wNtK (fTTHR 5T fapRTRR ) srftrfttPT, 1 948 ( 1 948 

9) ( 3) ( 4 ) tpo wrf^cRTt 5 >t wet 377% 

d qfY o o rpTR, ’■I'lftf'ld'L Tldl’T TtS ^ % o %Y 0 % ° flFPT, 

ftpf, 6 1970% 1 4 3% EST-ft 3% % % PTET TT TUfET TEP %" 

sparer ttbY I sftr 

RSTEPT ( ? TR TrEETT f^PTHT) 3% srftT^RT % o 3074 TEC%a' 23 KTO, 1 968 % 
Wfa %5fflSPT TTrft % 5T%[r[ : 

tut wfsrgw %, % o %v o % ° mil %, %ett wrf % t sn% 

«TTE UT "a fr uV O irg- O 7T®5 5f%T«n%Icr I 

[%o 5 5/9/ 6 9— TT Hi 
%to Tf 1,5171, TT TtEr 



?Sl4 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: IUNE 20, 1970/JYAISTHA 30, 1892 [Part II— 


New Delhi, the 10 th June 1970 

SO. 2184.— In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(.14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Arbitrator, in the industrial dispute between the employers In relation to Calcutta 
Port Commissioners and their workmen represented by the Calcutta Port Shramik 
Union, Calcutta, which was received by the Central Government on the 5th June, 
1970. 


BEFORE SHRI L. P, DAVE, ARBITRATOR 

In the matter of a reference under sec. 10A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, 
in respect of an industrial dispute between employers in relation to the Calcutta 
Port Commissioners, Calcutta, and their workmen. 

Appearances; 

On behalf of employers : — Sbri G. V. Karlekar, Labour Adviser and Industrial 
Relations Officer, Calcutta Port Commissioners. 

On behalf of workmen : — Shri Makhan Chatterji, General Secretary, Calcutta 
Port Shramik Union. 

Shri Prasanta Kumar Datta, Vice-President Haldia Port and Dock Sramik Union. 

Shrl Santosh Kar, Secretary, National Union of Waterfront Workers. 

AWARD 

An industrial dispute existed between the employers in relation to the Calcutta 
Port Commissioners and their workmen represented by Calcutta Port Shramik 
Union, They entered into an agreement on 14th November, 1909 under sub-section 
(1) of section 10A of the Industrial Disputes Act agreeing to refer the said dispute 
to my arbitration and forwarded a copy of the said agreement to the Central Gov- 
ernment as required by sub-section (3) of section 10A of the said Act. The Central 
Government then published It in the official gazette on 6th January. 1970 under 
the said sub-section. 

2- The specific matters in dispute referred to me were as under: — 

1. What should be the rate of payment to the casual workers employed at 

Haldia In unskilled, semi-skilled and skilled categories and what other 
benefits they should be entitled to? 

2. What should be the rate of over time payment to such workmen? 

3. Whether the demand of the Amin Mistries at Haldia for payment of a 

conveyance allowances Is justified? If so, what should be the amount? 

3. In response to notices issued by me, the Calcutta Port Shramik Union filed 
their written statement relating to the matters referred to me and the Calcutta 
Port Commissioners Hied their rejoinder. The matter was then fixed for hearing 
from 6th April, and notices were issued to the parties. In the meanwhile, the 
Haldia Port and Dock Shramik Union sent an application requesting that their 
Union should be impleaded In the matter. When the matter came up for hearing 
on 6th April, after hearing the parties it was ordered, In view of sec. 10A, sub- 
section (3A) of the Industrial Disputes Act, that this Union would be given an 
opportunity of presenting their case before the Arbitrator. After this, at the 
request of the parties. I visited Haldia on 7th April and saw several places of work 
shown by representatives of the parties who had accompanied me. At the further 
request of parties, and on their agreeing to extend the period of my making the 
award by 14th August, 1970, the hearing was adjourned to 11th May. Before this 
date, the National Union of Water Front Workers sent an application for being 
joined as a party. After hearing parties on 11th May, it was ordered that this 
Union would also be given an opportunity of presenting their case. 

4. At the hearing, Shri Datta and Shri Kar stated that they endorsed the written 
statement filed by the Calcutta Port Shramik Union, Actually, Shri Makhan 
Chatterji, General Secretary, Calcutta Port Shramik Union, was the main spokesman 
on behalf of the workmen before me. 

5. Two witnesses (viz., Shri Ajitkumar Maity and Shri Shyam Pada Das) w-re 
examined on behalf of the workmen, No oral evidence was led on behalf of the 
employers. Both the employers and Unions, however, filed several papers before me. 

6. The present dispute relates to some of the workers working at Haldia. It 
may be noted that because of several difficulties In the working of Calcutta Port, 
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it has bsen decided to establish an auxiliary Port at Haldia and the work of cons- 
truction is now going on and this is known as Haldia Dock Project, Because tne 
work Is now under construction, a number of workmen have to be employed as 
casual workers and the main dispute in this case relates to the wages payable to 
these casual workers. I was told that the number of casual workers now working 
at Haldia are (.l) unskilled, 591; (2) semi-skilled, 74; (3; skilled, 35; total 7U0. 

7. It appears that large number of these workers were engaged in about Novem- 
ber — December 19BU. it further appears that in the beginning they were being paid 
Rs. 5.08 per day for unskilled workers; Rs, 5,83 per day for semi-skilled workers 
and Rs, 0 . 58 per day for the skilled workers. It is an admitted fact that this in- 
cluded a built-in element of 0.50 Paise per day for over-time; that is, no over-time 
was paid separately, taut every one was being paid 0.50 Paise per day, whether he 
had done over-time work or not and whatever period be worked over-time, it also 
appears that at that time, the hours of work ranged from six to twelve per day with 
a recess in bclweecn. 

8. On 5th July, 1969, the Calcutta Port Shramik Union served a notice of strike 
on the Calcutta Port Commissioners. (This notice is at annexure A to the written 
statement of the Port Commissioners). It contained 11 demands. It appears that 
some discussions took place between the parties in the presence of Assistant Labour 
Commissioner, Calcutta, as a result of which a settlement was arrived at on 8th 
August, 1969. (A copy of this settlement is at annexure B to the written statement 
of the Calcutta Port Commissioners; it is also at annexure IV of the written state- 
ment of the Calcutta Port Shramik Union). Para I of the terms of settlement dealt 
with the 11 demands referred to in notice of strike and the agreement in respect 
thereof. Para II mentioned that the parties would refer three issues mentioned 
therein to arbitration and it is In terms thereof that the present arbitration agree- 
ment was arrived at. 

Issue No. 1. 

9. The first question referred to me is as to what should be rate of payment to 
the casual workers employed at Haldia in unskilled, semi-skilled and skilled cate- 
gories. Before proceeding further, I may mention that It was urged on behalf of 
the workers that the work that is being done by the so-called casual workeis at 
Haldia is a work of permanent type and hence these workers should not be treated 
as casual workers but they must be considered as permanent workers. X can deal 
with questions which have been specifically referred to me. The question referred 
to me is as to what should be the rate of payment to the casual workers.^ I have not 
beeen asked to decide whether a particular worker or category should be considered 
casual or permanent, which question would depend upon type of work they are 
engaged in. As I have been asked only to fix the wages of casual workers, I cannot 
go In to the question whether a particular category or categories of workmen are 
doing work of a casual or permanent nature, or to decide whether they are casual 
or permanent. 

10. In this connection, Shri Makhan Chatter ji contended that sec. 13 of the 
Calcutta Port Act requires the Port Commissioners to prepare and sanction a sche- 
dule of the staff of employees whom they deem it necessary and proper to maintain 
for the purposes of the Act. He contended that the workers at the oil-jetty could 
not be engaged on a casual basis and the Commissioners had, therefore, infringed 
the provisions of sec. 13 of the Calcutta Port Act. I am not expressing any opinion 
as to whether there has been any infringement of the said section, as I am of 
the view that it is beyond the scooe of the matters referred to me. 

11. It was then contended that the socalled casual workers must be paid on 
monthly basis and I must fix their wages on a monthly basis. This is also a matter 
which I cannot go in to. Whether the work requires a casual worker to be engaged 
per day or per month would depend on facts of each case. Tho employer has the 
right to decide this. I have not been asked to go in to question whether the pay- 
ment should be on a monthly basis or daily basis. Even if the Calcutta Port Com- 
missioners have on other occasions employed temporary workers for temporary work 
on a monthly basis, It will not bo open to me to decide that the casual workers 
at Haldia should be paid on monthly basis. Actually, no demand for fixing wages 
on a monthly basis was made either in the demands given in the strike notice or 
in the written statement. 

12. I would, therefore, fix the wages both on monthly basis and on a daily bnsis- 
and the workmen will be entitled to the appropriate scales, depending on whether 
the workmen are monthly rated or daily rated. 
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■ 13. The question then is as to what wages should be paid to the casual workers 

at Haldia. The workers’ demand is that they should get the same basic wages, the 

same dearness allowance, the same city compensatory allowance and the same 
house rent allowance as Is payable to the workers doing similar kind of work at 
Calcutta itself. In addition, the workers’ demand that looking to the conditions in 
which they have to work, they should be given 40 per cent more as project allowance, 

14. Before proceeding further, it may be noted that the Central Wage Board 

tor Port and Dock Workers at Major Ports, in its report dated 29th November, 1969, 
have made recommendations about the wage structure for the workers working 
at the eight major Ports of India including Calcutta. Para 6(9) of this Report (Page 
320 of the cyclostyled copy) mentions the categories of the employees covered by 
the Board. Sub-para (1) (a) lays down that all the categories of class HI and 
class IV employees Irrespective of nature of work and place of posting employed 
by the Port — authorities of Bombay, Calcutta, Madras Vishakhapattam, Cocnin, 
marmugno: Kandia and Paradeep should be brought within the scope of wage fixa- 
tion proposed by the Board. Tnere is a note below this sub-para- It mentions 
“Labour members wanted the words '’Including Haldia” to be added after Calcutta, 
i.e,, they wanted that all workers at Haldia should have the same wage structure 
(Including C.A, and H.R.A.) as the workers at Calcutta. Employer — members agreed 
to workers recruited at Haldia getting same basic pay and dearness allowance, but 
not necessarily to the city allowance and house rent allowance". 

15. The recommendations of the Wage Board have been accepted by the Gov- 
ernment and, I understand, are being implemented by the different ports. There 
can, therefore, be no doubt that the workers at Haldia am entitled to the same 
basic pay and the same dearness allowance as their counterparts get at Calcutta 
and at other ports. It may also be mentioned here that the Wage Board has 
recommended identical basic scales and Identical dearness allowances for all eight 
major ports. They have, however, recommended different rates of city compensa- 
tory allowance and house rent allowance for the different ports. 

16. So far as the basic pay is concerned, the Wage Board has recommended a 
■ scale of 100 — 2 — 120 — EB — 2 — -130 for unskilled workers. It has recommended 

two scales for semi-skilled workers and they are (1) 110 — 2J — 120 — 3 — 135- -EB — 
3 — 147 and (2) 115—3 — 136— 4—140— EB — 4 — 160. The Wage Board has also 
recommended one interim scale which is 104— -2 — 116 — 3 — -131 — EB — 3—140. It Is 
not clear whether this scale applies to unskilled workers or semi-skilled workers. 
I need not go in this question because the workers will have to be put in the 
appropriate scale according to the nature of work they are doing. A worker at 
Haldia will have to be paid the same basic pay as a worker during identical work 
in Calcutta. 

17. So far as skilled category is concerned, the Wage Board has recommended 
three scales and they are (1) 150 — 4 — 170—5 — 190; (2) 166—4—170 — 5 — 195; and 
(3) 190. — 8 — 254. It may be noted, however, that these are not three separate 
scales but they are three segments of one scale. A worker will have to pass a 
trade test before he Is allowed to go from first segment to the second or from 
the second segment to the third. So also, a worker. If he passes the trade test, 
is automatically promoted to the higher segment and has not to be held up on 
the ground of there being no vacancy. These matters have been dealt with at 
paras 8.46 to 8.40 (pages 513 to 515 of the cyclostyled copy) of the Wage Board 
Report. As it would take nine years before worker goes to the top of the first 
segment, by which time casual work will be completed, I would prescribe only the 
first-segment of the scale for the casual workers at Haldia. 

18. In other words, I would prescribe the following basic scales for the monthly 
■rated casual workers at Haldia. 

Unskilled..— 1 00— 2— 120— EE— 2— 130: 

Semi-skilled. — (1) 1 10— 2i>— 1 20— 3—135— EB— 3—1 47. 

(2) 115— 3—138— 4—140— EB— 4— 160. 

Skilled. — 150 — 4 — 170 — 5—190. 

I also prescribe a scale of 104 — 2 — 116 — 3 — 131. — EB — 3—140, as fhe scale In 
between unskilled and Semi-skilled category. This scale will apply to these 
workmen, who may be doing the same kind of work as Workers at Calcutta draw- 
ing the same scale of pay. 

19. Having dealt with the monthly rated scales. I proceed to consider the scales 
fof pay which should be given to the dally rated workers. In my opinion, the 
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proper course would be to divide the monthly pay by 30 and give that pay as 
daily rate oi pay to the worker witn the proviso that on completion oi 6 days 
continuous work, the workman will be entitled to a paid off-day at tne same rate. 
It is an admitted tact that this is the practice whicn is now prevalent at riaidia, 
and I do not want to make any departure irom it. To make the position more 
clear, I may mention that starting basic pay ol an unskilled worker will be 
Rs. 3.33 per day. The daily wage oi a semi-skilled worker wno is put in the first 
of semi-skilled scales starting with 110 will be 3-67 per day. A semi-skilled 
worker in second scale starting with 115 will get 3.83 per day. A skilled worker 
will start with 5.00 per day. The daily starting wage ot a person corresponding 
the scale of 104—2—116—3—140 will be 3.47 per day. 

20. 1 would also make it clear that the casual workers will be entitled to earn 
an annual increment on completion ot a year’s service. There is no reason why 
a casual worker should remain at the minimum scale, in spite of his working 
for over a year. Hence even daily rated workers would also be entitled to earn 
increments on completion of a year’s service. 

21. Having dealt with the basic wages, I come to the question of dearness 
allowances. 1 have no difficulty in fixing dearness allowance at Rs. 72 per month 
for those workers whose monthly basic pay is up to Rs. 139. For persons whose 
^monthly basic pay is from Rs. 140 to 170, the dearness allowance would be Rs. 99 
per month. It would be Rs. 123 per month for pay range of Rs. 180 to 239. Daily 
rated workers will get 1/30 of the monthly rate per day. The corresponding 
daily rate of dearness allowance will be Rs. 2.40, Rs. 3.30, and 4.10 respectively. 

22. The rates of dearness allowance will be revised every six months on the 
“same lines as the workers at Calcutta; and the Haldia workers will get dearness 
allowance at the new rates as applied to Calcutta. In case of daily rated workers, 
the daily rate of dearness allowance will be arrived at by dividing the monthly 
rate by 30. 

23. This brings me to the question of city compensatory allowance and house 
rent allowance. The Wage Board has recommended, for the employees oi the 
Calcutta Port, city compensatory allowance at 10 per cent of their basic pay 
and the house rent allowance at 16 per cent of their basic pay subject to a 
minimum of Rs. 20 per month. The Unions demand that the workers at Haldia 
also be given the city compensatory allowance and house rent allowance at the 
same rates. 

24. At one stage, I was feeling very doubtful whether workers at Haldia snould 
be entitled to city compensatory allowance and the house rent allowance payable 
to the workers at Calcutta. The city compensatory allowance is meant to com- 
pensate workers for the high cost of living in a big city. Similarly the house 
rent allowance is meant for compensating the workers for the higher rents they 
"have to pay in large cities. Haldia is not part of Calcutta, but is about 60 miles 
down stream. It could not be said that Haldia is as costly as Calcutta nor could 
it be said that there are high rents there. I need not, however, go deeper in this 
question because Calcutta Port Commissioners have passed a resolution No. 309 
on 28th March. 1955 that staff of all categories living outside municipal limits of 
Calcutta, would be entitled to city compensatory allowance. Under the establish- 
ment schedule of 1969-70 Part I. it has been laid down that employees of all cate- 
gories are eligible for house rent allowance irrespective of their place of residence 
and irrespective of the place of their duty. It was conceded before me that 
Calcutta Port employees, who are working at Sagar Light House which is 81 miles 
from Calcutta and other employees who are working at other stations down 
the river, are being paid city compensatory allowance and house rent allowance 
at Calcutta rates. If this is so, non-granting of city compensatory allowance and 
house rent allowance to employees at Haldia would amount to unfair discrimi- 
nation. 

25. The only argument which Mr. Karleker advanced in this connection was 
that these casual employees at Haldia are not emplovees of the Calcutta Port 
Commissioners but they are employees of the Haldia Dock Project. HTdia Dock 
Project is not an employer. It is one of the projects of the Calcutta Port Com- 
missioners and persons working in this nroiect are employees of the Calcutta 
Port Commissioners. Admittedly Haldia Dock Project is controlled by Calcutta 
Port Commissioners. The arbitration agreement in the present case also shows 
that the dispute was between the Calcutta Port Commissioners and their workmen. 
I ho’d that the workers in the present case are employees of Calcutta Port Com- 
missioners. 
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26, I, therefore, hold that the casual workers at Haldia are entitled to city 
compensatory allowance at the rate o f 10 per cent oi their basic pay and house 

allowance at tne rate of 16 per cent oi their basic pay subject to miounum^pf 
, ■ 20 per month in the case oi monthly rated workers and Rs, 0,67 paise per 
day in the case of dally rated workers. 

27. This brings me to the claim of workers to the project allowance. It was 
contended that workers at Paradeep Port are being paid Project allowance equal 
to 40 per cent of their basic pay. When a new project is started, people have to 
work in out of the way places where they have no normal amenities or facilities. 
There are difficulties of housing, difficulties of transport and difficulties of obtain- 
ing normal requirements. To compensate people for this and to Induce people 
to go to such places for work a project allowance is generally granted, which 
project allowance is gradually reduced and ultimately stopped when normal 
facilities are made available. It Is on this ground that the workmen are claiming, 
a project allowance here also. 


28. It Is true that the normal facilities are not available at Haldia at present. 

It has, however, to be remembered that the casual workers are local people, 
recruited locally. It is not that they are being asked to go there from out side. 
Hence there is no question of giving them an inducement by way of project allow- 
ance. They have been used to this kind of life, that is, a life without amenities • 
available elsewhere and to them it Is not much of a hardship to work there. Again, 
they are being given a city compensatory allowance and also house rent allow- 
ance, though as I said above, they are local people and the rents are not high. 
Further, the Government, when sanctioning project allowance for different 
schemes, make a rule that casual workers are not entitled to project allowance. * 
Lastly the total pay packet of these workers, (even without project allowance) 
would compare very favourably with the pay packet of workers employed by 
other employers at Haldia. Considering all these facts, I reject the claim of the 
workers to get the project allowance. 

29. This brings me to the second part of point 1 referred to me and tt is. 
"what other benefits the workers should be entitled?’’. In this connection, the 
Calcutta Port Shramlk Union has claimed several benefits under clauses (a) to 
(s) of para 29 of their written statement. Clauses (a) to (dl deal with scales 
of pay, dearness allowance, city compensatory allowance and house rent allow- 
ance, Clause (g) deals with over-time pay which Is the subject matter of Issue 
No. 2 referred to me. Clause (k) deals with construction allowance (Project 
allowance). I have already dealt with the workers’ demands in respect of bairns 
(a) to (d) & (k) and shall deal with clause (g) when I come to the question of 
over-time under issue No. 2. 


30. Coming to the other clauses, clause (e) deals with leave; clause (f) deals 
with festival holidays; clause (h) relates to medical benefits; clause (i) relates to- 
uniforms and soap; clause (j) to retirement benefits; clause (1) is a general and 
vague clause and clauses (mj to (s) deal with provisions for hospital, ambulance, 
cheap canteens etc. 


31. It was contended on behalf of Calcutta Port Commissioners that the demands 
made by the union in respect of the above clauses are out side my scope. It was 
urged that the benefits referred to In first issue relate to benefits which can be 
said to form part of the wage structure ■ In this connection, I was referred to the 
demands contained In the notice of strike dated 5th July, 1969 and the terms 
of settlement dated 8th August, 1969. None of the demands related to leave ox* 
festival holidays. Demand (1) related to implementation of rates of wages of the 
casual workers, Demand (2) related to the benefits of weekly off day, working 
hours and extra hours for over-time, Demand No. 3 related to a project allowance 
and also allowances such as city compensatory allowance and house rent allow- 
ance Under the terms of settlement, these three demands were taken together 
and it was agreed as an ad-interim, measure that the casual workmen employed’ 
at Haldia should be paid revised scales as mentioned therein and It was further 
agreed that this payment was for a normal day’s work of eight hours only and 
If they were required to work over and above this, thev would be enlitled to over- 
time After this, the other demands were referred to one after the other and 
agreements were arrived at. Lastly it was agreed that parties should refer three 
Issues to arbitration. 

32 It was argued from this that what was agreed to be referred to arbitration 
was only questions arising out of the notice of demand and no extraneous matters 
van toe gone into now. On the other hand, it was Urged on behalf of the workmen 
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Rvht we must take the wording of reference as it is and the wording Is sufficiently 
wide to cover benefits as now demanded by the workmen. 

33. There is great force in the contention raised by the employers. The agree- 
ment to aru_iration came as a result of the notice of strike, which contained II 
demands and the agreements arrived at between the parties in relation thereto. 
As I mentioned earner, at the time 01 settlement, issues No. 1 to 3 were taken 
together and the agreement in respect there of was arrived at as an ad-interim 
measure. It is mainly in respect thereof that reference to arbitration was made. 
Reference to the arbitration should be read in light of the back ground. I may 
repeat that there was no demand in the notice of strike for leave or for festival 
holidays and the employers are justified In contending that if they knew that this 
question was also to be referred to arbitration, they may not have agreed thereto. 
In my opinion, looking to the demands contained in the notice of strike and 
looking in to the terms of settlement, I think that the words “other benefits” 
would mean only benefits relating to wage structure. In my opinion, therefore, 

I can not go in to demands contained in clauses (e), (f), (h), (i), (j) and (1) 
to (s) of para 29 of the written statement of the Port Shramik Union, 

34. 1 may also mention here that so far as clauses (m) to (s) are concerned, 
there can not be any doubt that it is desirable to make provisions for these 
facilities. They are for hospitals, an ambulance, cheap canteens, family quarters, 
recreation activities, library, etc. and 1 hope that the Commissioners would take 
early action in the matter. Similarly regarding the demand for soap, it has to 
be supplied, when the work is of dirty nature and I am sure that the Commis- 
sioners will look into this matter sympathetically. 

35. Regarding demand (f) which is for festival holidays, it does not form part 
of the matters referred to in the agreement. It, however, appears from annexure 
V of the written statement of Calcutta Port Shramik Union that the Additional 
Chief Engineer of Haldia Dock Project wrote a letter to the Union on 22nd 
December, 1969. In clause 11 thereof It has been mentioned that pending settle- 
ment by the arbitrator, five days mentioned therein would be treated as holidays 
with pay. Because of this letter, I would now consider the claim of workers to 
get festival holidays. It was urged that the permanent employees are given 19 
holidays and 2 days of casual leave in a year and there should be no distinction 
between permanent and temporary employees in this respect. It may be re- 
membered that the workers with whom we are now concerned are casual workers. 
They can be compared to ‘B’ and ‘C’ category workers of the Calcutta Port, who 
may or may not get the work throughout month. The question of festival holidays 
for B and C categories of workers was referred to adjudication and it was held 
that five holidays were sufficient for them. As I mentioned above, the casual 
workers can be compared with B and C categories workers and if these categories 
workers in Calcutta get five festival holidays, it would be sufficient for the casual 
workers at Haldia to get the same number of holidays. 

Issue No. 2: 

36. This Issue relates to payment of over-time allowance. As mentioned earlier, 

originally the workers were not being paid a separate over-time allowance; but 
a payment of 0.50 Paise per day was made to all workers to cover over-time 
work' that they may he required to do. At that time, hours of work varied from 
six to twelve (with a recess). Under the agreement dated 8th August, 1969. wages 

of the workers were fixed for a normal day's work of 8 hours only and if they 

are required to work more than this, they are entitled to over-time. It is an 
admitted fact that over-time is now being paid, but it is paid at the normal rate 
i.e.. 1/8 of the above rate per hour. Under Rule 25 of Minimum Wages (Central) 
Rules, 1950, the extra wages for over-time are dealt with. It lays down that 
when a worker works In an employment for more than nine hours on any day 
or more than forty eight hours in any week, he shall, in respect of over time 

work, be entitled to wages at double the ordinary rale of wages. The workers 

at Calcutta are being paid over-time at this rate and there Is no reason whv the 
workers at Haldia should get over-time at a lesser rate. I would direct th?„t the 
payment of over-time will be at double the ordinary rotes when the worker works 
for more than nine hours on any day or more than forty eight hours In any week. 

Issue No. 3: 

37 This issue deals with demand of a conveyance aPowance for Amin Mistries. 
There are at present 29 Amin Mistries working at Haldia. Admittedly the duty 
of Amin Mistries Is to assist supervisory staff of Civil Engineering works. 
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38. It is an admitted position that the area at Haldia is divided in three sectors 
and the area ol each sector is about three square miles. The Amin Mistries are 
in charge of one sector each, and have, for their work, to move about in this 
area. They live in camps. As there are no canteens or other facilities to get 
food, they have to return to the camps during recess tor food and then again 
go back for duty. They have, therefore, to perform at least two trips. Again us 
the area is still under development, there are no facilities of transport like Buses 
as in Calcutta. Probably because of all these difficulties, the supervisory staff 
at Haldia is being paid Rs. 30 per month as conveyance allowance. The Amin 
Mistries have to assist the supervisory staff and have, therefore, to move about 
almost as much. If the supervisory staff is given a conveyance allowance, there 
is no reason why the Amin Mistries should not get the same. 

39. In course of arguments, Shri Karlekar conceded that the difficulties of 
Amin Mistries were genuine. He, however, said that giving a conveyance allow- 
ance would not solve the difficulties. He urged that they may be given a cycle 
allowance provided they keep a cycle. He further stated that if an advance was 
necessary for the purchase of a cycle, the Commissioners would give such advance. 
In my opinion, there is great force in this contention. Mere payment of allow- 
ance would not solve the difficulties of the workers because in that case they 
would have to continue walking the distance. I would, therefore, order that the 
Amin Mistries should be given a cycle allowance of Rs. 15 per month provided 
they maintain a cycle. 

40. The last question which has then to be considered is the day from which 
my award will come into force. The workers have demanded that it should come 
In force at least from 1st January, 1969. The workers gave notice of strike on 
5th July, 1969 and under the terms of agreement entered on 8th August, 1969, a 
new wage rate was fixed as an ad-interim {measure from 1st August, 1969. In 
my opinion, the new rates which I have fixed including over-time and also cycle 
allowance should come into effect from that date i.e., 1st August, 1969. 

41. My Award, therefore, would be as under: — 

(1) Casual workers at Haldia should be paid basic wages, dearness allowance, 
compensatory allowance and House Rent allowance at the following rates:— 

I. Basic Wages 


(a) Monthly rated workers: — 

Unskilled— 100— 2—120— EB— 2— 130. 

Interim between unskilled & Semi skilled — 104—2 — 116 — 3 — 131 — EB— 3 — 140. 

Semi skilled— 110— 2J— 120— 3—135— EB— 3— 147. 

Semi skilled— 115— 3— 136— 4—140— EB— 4— 160. 

Skilled— 1 30— 4— 1 70— 5— 1 90 . 

(b) Daily rated workers: — 

The dally rate will be arrived at by dividing the monthly rale by 30. Daily 
rated workers will on completion of six days continuous work be entitled to a 
paid off-day at the same rate. They will also earn increments on completion of 
a year’s work. 

(c) The worker will be placed in the appropriate scale, looking to the nature 
of work he is performing and the pay a worker doing similar work at Calcutta 
Is getting. 

II. Dearness Allowance 


(a) Monthly rated: 

Amount of Dearness Allowance per month 

Rs. 72 
Rs. 99 
Rs. 123 


Basic pay range 
up to Rs. 139 
140 to 179 
180 to 239 


(b) Dally rated: 

The dally Dearness Allowance will be 1/30 of the monthly Dearness Allowance 
for the appropriate scale. 
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i' (c) Kates of Dearness Allowance will be revised every six months. The revi- 
sion will take place at the same time as at Calcutta and the new rates will ho 
the same. 


III. Compensatory Allowance 

Both monthly rated and daily rated workers will be paid compensatory allow- 
ance equal to 10 per cent of the basic wage. 

IV. House Rent Allowance 

Both monthly rated and dally rated workers will be paid house rent allowance 
at the rate of 16 per cent of basic wage, subject to a minimum of Rs. 20 per 
month in case of monthly rated workers and Rs. 0.67 Paise per day in case of 
dally rated workers. 

2. Workers will be paid over-time at double the ordinary rates when they 
work for more than nine hours on any day or more than forty eight hours in 
any week. 

3. Amin Mistrles will be paid cycle allowance at the rate of Rs. 15 per month 
provided they maintain a cycle. 

4. The award will be effective from 1st August, 1969. The arrears from 1st 
A^jiust, I960 to 30th June, 1970 will be paid before 30th September, 1970. 

5. No order as to costs. 

Dated 1st June, 1970. (Sd.) L. P. DAVE, Arbitrator. 

[No. 28/94/69-Fac.II/P&D.] 

New Delhi, the 1st June 1070 

S.O. 2185. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the Industrial 
Tribunal, Calcutta, In the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
managment of Calcutta Licensed Measurers and their workmen, which was received 
by the Central Government on the 9th June, 1970. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, CALCUTTA 
Reference No. 6 or 1970 


Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of Calcutta Licensed Measurers. 

And 

Their Workmen. 

Present: 

Shri B. N. Banerjee, Presiding officer. 

Appearances : 

On behalf of Employers— Sri Arijit Chowdhury, Counsel with Sri D. Basu 
Thakur, Legal Adviser, Bengal Chamber of Commerce. 

On behalf of Workmen . — Sri D. L. Sen Gupta, Advocate. 

State: West Bengal. Industry: Port & Dock. 


AWARD 

By Order No. 28(80)/69-Fac.II, dated February 7, 1970, the Government of India, 
In the Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour 
and Employment), referred the following industrial dispute between the management 
Of Calcutta Licensed Measurers and their workmen represented by (i) Calcutta Port 
t Dock Workers Union and (II) National Union of Waterfront Workers, to this 
tribunal, for adjudication, namely: 

"Whether the demand of the Measuring Porters and Gearmen of the Calcutta 
Licensed Measurers for wages for the period of closure /lockout from 
3rd December 1968 to 27th January, i960 is justified? If so. to what 
extent?” 
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2- There we. e two written statements filed on behalf of the workmen, one by the 
Calcutta Port and Dock Workers Union and the other by the National Union of 
Waterfront Workers. The management also filed a written statement. I need notice 
at the outset that it was no body’s case that there was a •'closure”. Both the parties 
proceeded on the theory that there was a ‘‘lockout”, 

3. The case pleaded on behalf of the workmen represented by Calcutta Port & 
Dock Workers Union may be briefly stated as hereinafter. In the month of August 
1968, the trade union raised a dispute demanding payment of proper wages for 
overtime work and pro-rata wages (equal to dally wages) for casual booking. The 
demands were not met by the management. Thereupon, on September 2, 1968, the 
trade union served a notice on the management stating that unless their demands 
were met, the workmen would refuse to accept bookings on Sundays and Holidays 
and also extra bookings on any day beyond their duty hours. At that stage, there 
was a conciliation meeting before the Assistant Labour Commissioner, Calcutta, but 
the proceedings did not yield any result. Thereafter, the management, it was alleged, 
resorted to repressive measures against their workmen, which included charging 
some workmen with charges of misconduct on vague and flimsy grounds and suspend- 
ing two leading workmen. In paragraph 6 of the written statement it was pleaded : 

“This provoked the workmen to declare that unless the suspension order 
against two workmen are withdrawn all the Measuring porters and 
Gearmen will consider themselves as if they were also suspended from 
duty.” 

Thereupon, on December 2. 1968 the management closed down the business wjth 
the object of victimising the workmen. In paragraphs 10, 11, 12 and 13 of the state- 
ment it was pleaded: 

“10. The union thereafter approached all concerned Including the l.abour 
Ministry, Government of India to bring a settlement on the dispute. 

11. The Regional Labour Commissioner (C), by his letter February 4th, 1969, 

informed the union that the Management is willing not to proceed with 
the chargesheets served on 15 Measuring Porters and further willing to 
revoke suspension orders. 

12. On the 5th February 1969 the union was further informed that the Ministry 

of Labour & Employment have issued order prohibiting continuance of 
strike and indicated that if the strike is called off the Labour Minister 
will met the parties on the 7th February 1909 at Delhi. 

13. Thereafter the strike was called off on the 6th of February, 1969 and all 

the workmen including Gearmen and Measuring porters resument 
their duties.” 

After the lifting of the lockout, it was alleged, te management made an agreement 
with the officers’ association and the employees’ union in terms of which 25 days’ 
salary was paid for the period of lockout and the remaining period was adjusted 
against leave account. The same agreement, however, was not made with Measuring 
Porters and Gearmen. The prayer made in the written statement was for payment 
of 25 days’ wages to the Measuring Porters and Gearmen along with adjustment of 
the remaining days with leave due or to be earned in future. 

4. The case pleaded by the workmen represented by the National Union of 
Waterfront Workers may be griefly related as follows. It was pleaded in paragraph 
3: 

“That there was an agitation of the workmen, represented by the trade 
unions working amongst them over the long standing grievances like 
(a) enhanced rate of payment of extra booking (b) payment of double 
the hourly rates of wages for work done during recess he. (meal hours) 
Sunday and holidays’ and when all peaceful and constitutional agitation 
failed to gel any redress, the workers had to take recourse to a strike 
on 19th November 1968 and continued the same till 3rd December 1968 
when the Company declared Lockout.” 

It was further pleaded in paragraph 5: 

“That the Company having declared lockout on 3rd December 1968 both the 
trade Unions made every effort on and from 3rd December 1068 to 
negotiate and settle the matter of “Lockout” urging upon the Company 
to withdraw the same and resume norma! activities and even demonstra- 
tions led by trade union leaders like Sri Indrajit Guptn, M P. Late 
Pranab Ganguly, Sri Prasanta Dutta and Sri Nar.rul Ahmed were staged 
before the Bengal Chamber of Commerce and Indian Chambers of 
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Commerce on 10th December 19(18, 20th December 1908 and 5th January 
iM'J demanding immediate lifting of Lockout, but without any eilect.” 


It was also pleaded in paragraphs 7 and 8 of the written statement; 

“7. That at the intervention of the Central Labour Minister the outstanding 
disputes over which the strike was taken recourse to initially was 
referred to for Arbitration by agreement of the parties, now pending 
before this Tribunal, being No. ABN 1 of 1969 and this Lockout 
was lifted. 

3. That since lifting of the Lockout the Company not only did not pay 
wages to the workers but also took recourse to descriminarte* * * ♦ * 
by paying the same to a section of the workmen only as different 
from the others while the agitation for wages was by all workers 
The number of workmen who were not paid wages for the afcresald 
period of lockout will be about 300, namely the measuring porters, 
Gearmen, reserve workers were not paid* * * * 

According to the stand taken by the National Union of Water-front Workers the 
commencement and the continuance of the lockout were both unjustified and 
malaflde ana the course was resorted to only to victimise the workmen. In the 
aforesaid circumstances, they claimed, that full wages should be paid to the 
workmen for the entire period of lockout 


5. The case pleaded by the management in the written statement was; 

(a) the existing rates of Overtime, extra shift bookings "and Sunday/ 
Holiday booking were in accordance with the Settlements, dated 2-3-55 
and 22-4-63, Further, by a settlement, dated 1-10-64 (which, was to be 
in force for 6 years), both the two Unions agreed that all the terms 
and conditions not covered by thi s agreement would continue as 
usual (meaning as per old settlements). 

<b) without terminating those settlements, as stated above, the Measur- 
ing Porters and Gearmen started agitation for revision of the rates 
Dor overtime, extra shift bookings and Sunday/ holidays booking 
since June 1968. 


<c) while the matter was pending before the Regional Labour Commis- 
sioner (Central), the Measuring Porters and Gearmen refused to 
accept overtime work on and from 16th August, 1968. 

<d) on or about 2nd September 1968, the Calcutta Port & Dock Workers’ 
Union informed the employers that unless double wages were paid 
for extra shift bookings and Sunday/ holidays bookings the Measur- 
ing Porters and Gearmen would also refuse to accept bookings on 
Sunday/holidays and extra shift booking after 16th September, 
1968. Thereupon the Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), 
directed both the Unions of the workmen, by a letter dated 4th Sep- 
tember 1968, not to go on strike from September 16, 1968 and to 

maintain status quo. That direction went unheeded. So also went 
unheeded a notice by the management, dated September 19, 1968, 

asking the workmen to carry on their work- 

( e) the employers thereupon issued Show Cause notices to fourteen work- 
men for refusal to work overtime, in extra shift bookings and in 
Sunday/holidays bookings. 


(f) on the 18th November, 1968, a deputation of hostile and agitated work- 
men came to meet Mr. K. K. Mitra, the then Secretary of the employ- 
es- In the said meeting, two workmen (Sk. Ibrahim and Sk. Sajid) 
shouted art the Secretary in a rude, hostile and unbecoming manner. 
The Secretary, therefore, asked them to leave his room but they refus- 
ed to do so. The two workmen were therefore charged with mis- 
conduct and suspended with full wages. 

<S) ln .view of the suspension of the two workmen, a s stated above all the 
Measuring Porters and Gearmen stopped their normal work from 
19th November 1968, without notice. The strikers not only went on 
illegal and unjustified strike from 19th November 1968, but also 
started Intimidating and coercing the other member.; of the Staff 
attending to their duties, especially at the weighbridge and Scale 
Room. The strikers left weighing and measuring gears unattended 
in various vessels and offices and executives were not allowed to 
remove those gears. As a result, valuable weighing and measuring 
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gears were left on board of vessels, which sailed away from Calcutta 
for foreign ports. The position deteriorated so much that the' 
employers had to obtain Orders from the Chief Presidency Magist- 
rate, Calcutta, directing the offleer-ln-charge, South Port Police 
Station, to assist them to remove their weighing and measuring 
gears from various ships and Sheds. 

(h) the situation deteriorated further and on 30th November 1968, the 
employers received a letter from the Staff of the Weighbridge inf orni- 
ing that the lorries of various parties, which had come for weigh- 
ment in the Weighbridge, were damaged by the strikers and some of 
the Khalasis were also injured by stone throwing strikers. 

(I) since the strikers did not curb their lawless activities and also did 
not allow the loyal workers such as Clerical and Measuring Officers 
to attend their duties, the employers had no other alternative but to 
declare a lockout from 3rd December 1968, and Nptiee to that effect 
was affixed on the Notice Board. 


0. it was further pleaded in the written statement that in obedience to a 
dlrectior from the Regional Labour Commissioner, the management lifted the 
lockout on December 27, 1968 but the Measuring Porters and Gearmen did not 
call off the strike and continued to absent themselves from duties. It was not 
until the continuance of the strike was prohibited by the Regional Labour Com- 
mlssioner, that the strikers cared to rejoin. In the aforesaid circumstances the 
management pleaded that the declaration of the lockout and its continuance were 
both justified and the workers were not entitled to any relief. 


7, Now, lockout, as defined In Section 2(1) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
means "the closing of a place of employment, or the suspension of work, or the 
refusal by an employer to continue to employ any number of persons employed 
by him”. 


Sub-section (2) of Section 22 contains prohibition of lockouts of any public 
utility service in the following language: 

"No employer carrying on any public utility service shall lock-out any of 
his workmen — 

(a) without giving them notice of lockout as hereinafter provided, with- 
in six weeks before locking out; or 

(b) within fourteen days of giving such notice: or 

(c) before the expiry of the date of lock-out specified in any such notice 

as aforesaid; or 


(d) during the pendency of any conciliation proceedings before a concilia- 
tion officer and seven days after the conclusion of such pro- 


ceedings.” 


Section 23 contains certain penal provisions of strikes and lockouts couched in 
the following language: 

"No workman who is employed in any industrial establishment shall go on 
strike in brech of contract and no employer of any such workman 
shall declare a lock-out — 

(a) during the pendency of conciliation proceedings before a Board and 

seven days after the conclusion of such proceedings; 

(b) during the pendency of proceedings before a Labour Court, Tribunal 
W or National Tribunal and two months after the conclusion of such 

proceedings. 

fbb) during the pendency of arbitration proceedings before an arbitra- 
) tor and two months after the conclusion of . ^^.®™ c eedinB0. 
where a notification has been issued under sub-section (3A) ox 
Section 10A; 

(c) during any period in which a settlement or award is m operation. 
in respect of any of the matter covered by the settlement of 
award,” 


Section 24 specifies when strikes and lock-outs are illegal, namely: 

"24(1) A strike or a lock-out shall be illegal if— 

(i) it is commenced or declared in contravention of section 22 or section 
23; or 
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(ii) it is continued in contravention of an order made under sub-section 
(3) of section 10 (or sub-section 4A of section 10A). 

( 2 ) Where a strike or lock-out in pursuance of an industrial dispute has 

already commenced and is in existence at the time of the reference 
of the dispute to a Board, (an arbitrator, a Labour Court, Tribunal 
or National Tribunal), the continuance of such strike, or lock-out 
shall not be deemed to be illegal, provided that such strike or lock- 
out was not at its commencement in contravention of the provisions 
of this Act or the continuance thereof was not prohibited under sub- 
section (3) of section 10 (or sub-section 4A of Section 10A). 

(3) A lock-out declared in consequence of an illegal strike op a strike 

declared in consequence of an illegal lock-out shall not be deemed 
to be illegal.” 

The provisions regarding public utility concerns need not concern me as the 
employer firm is admittedly not a public utility concern. 


8 . Mr. Chowdhury, learned Counsel for the management, contended that the 
strike called on November 19, 1968 was itself illegal because the strike was com- 
menced without terminating the settlements over payment of overtime wages 
and payment for extra shift duty (Ex. 1, 2 and 3), that is to say, in contravention 
of clause (c) of Section 23 of the Industrial Disputes Act. He contended further 
that because the strike was illegal and violent, the lock-out declared in conse- 
quence of such illegal strike must not be deemed to be illegal,. Mr. D. L. Sen 
Gupta, learned Counsel for the workmen, sought to repel this argument with the 
contention that the strike had no nexus with the dispute over overtime wages and 
payment for extra shift duty but was occassioned by the order of suspension 
imposed upon two workmen on November 18, 1988. In support of this contention 
he strongly relied upon the following statement in the written statement of the 
management: 

"Para 16 a deputation of hostile and agitated workmen came to see 

Mr. K. K. Mittra, the then Secretary of the firm. In the said meeting 
two workmen (Sk, Ibrahim and Sfc. Sajid) shouted at the Secretary 
in a rude, hostile and unbecoming manner. The Secretary, there- 
fore, asked them to leave his room but they refused to do so. 
Therefore, these two workmen were Chargesheeted. and suspended 
with full wages. 

Para 18 In view of the suspension of the two workmen concerned as stated 
above, all the Measuring Porters and Gearmen stopped their normal 
work from 19th November 1968 without notice.” 

He also relied upon the following piece of evidence given by S. K. Naslbullah, 
who was examined on behalf of the workmen: 

“On 19th, the Secretary suspended two of our members, Sk. Sajid and Sk. 
Ibrahim, both members of the Action Committee of the two Trade 
Unions of the workmen. Because of the order of suspension, we 
commenced strike. It will be untrue to say that we struck work 
because of our demand for extra shift duty." 


9 . I may atonce point out that if the workman derived support from the 
written statement ftled by the management, may also find support from the 
written statement filed by the workmen represented by the National Union of 
Waterfront Workers. I have hereinbefore set out paragraph 3 of the written 
statement of the National Union of Waterfront Workers, It will appear there- 
from the workmen had been agitating over over-time wages and enhanced rate for 
extra booking and when they failed to get redress by constitutional agitation they 
“had to take recourse to a strike on November 19, 1968 and continued the same 
till December 3, 1968 when the company declared lock-out”. In my reading the 
agitation over over-time and extra shift wages was the basic cause of the strike. 
Its immediate cause was the suspension of Sk. Sajid and Sk. Ibrahim, the workmen 
who carried on noisy demonstration Inside the office room of Mr. K, K. Mitts, the 
then Secretary, 

10 The auestlon then arises whether the strike without terminating the pre- 
iHnini' settlement was illegal. It is nobody’s case that there was any express 
termination ^fthe^ or evious agreements (Ex. 1. 2 and 3) All that we get from 
a letter (Ex, 4) addressed by the Secretary of the Calcutta Licensed Measurers 
to the Assistant Labour Commissioner, on September 2, 1968, ts: 

“Hope you are aware that the workmen of M/s. Calcutta Licensed Measures 
are very agitated on the que stion of rate of overtime allowance for 
sunday, holidays and extra bookings. The workmen and this Union 
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has demanded double rate of wages for extra booking Including 
Sunday and holidays. All endeavour for a mutual settlement have 
failed and having found no other alternative the workmen have 
resolved to collectively refuse to accept the booking on Sunday, holi- 
day and to extra booking on any day after 16th September, 1908, 
unless the dispute raised is mutually settled.” (Underlined by me). 

Whether the demand as mentioned in Ex. 4, was toy wav of a Charter of Demand 
or otherwise does not appear. The Assistant Labour Commissioner appears to 
have written the following letter (Ex. 6) dated September 4, 1968, to the Joint 
Secretary, National Union of Waterfront Workers: 

"Please refer to the discussions the parties had in this office on 28th August 
1968, over the above issues. 

2. After prolonged discussion, as both the parties had divergent views about 

the properiety of raising the demand in view of term No. 7 of the 
Conciliation Settlement dated the 1st October 1964, it was decided 
that the issues whether the demand are covered under the said term 
shall be referred by this office to the government for clarification 
etc. While I was about to write to the government on this issue, 
your strike notice dated 2nd September 1968 has reached me and I 
And that the strike has been proposed over the same issues. As £ 
concurrently two disputes over the same issue cannot toe processed, I 
am closing the dispute that was being dealt with in this office file 
bearing of even number over your letter No. ND/19/ 196/88, dated 
8th August 1968 and separate notices of conciliation proceedings over 
your strike notice are under issue, , 

3. I may hardly emphasise the necessity for maintaining status-quo and 

avoiding the acceptance of extra bookings in the interest of main- 
taining congenial atmosphere and peace at the concern — particularly 
when I am seized of the matter and conciliation has already com- 
menced in view of the strike notice.” 

,Tt also appears that the Government of India did not think it proper to shorten 
the period of settlement and refer the dispute over over-time wages, etc. to 
adjudication (vide Ex. 0) the letter from the Government as set out hereunder: 

‘‘In continuation of this Ministry’s letter No. 28/76/68-LK-III, dated the 
23rd September 1968, on the subject above, I am directed to say that 
the Government of India do not find the dispute fit for reference to 
adjudication as the action of the management in denying the demand 
for increase in rates for overtime work and for extra casual bookings 
is not unjustified.” 

On the aforesaid facts, I have to find out whether the settlements remained 
binding on the workmen, who went on strike. Now, Section 19(2) of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act reads: 

“Such settlement shall be binding for such period as is agreed upon by 

the parties, and if no such period is agreed upon, for a period of 

six months (from the date on which the memorandum of settlement 
is signed by the parties to the dispute), and shall continue to be 
binding on "the parties after the expiry of the period aforesaid, until 
the expiry of two months from the date on which n notice in writing 
of an intention to terminate the settlement is given bv one of the 
parties to the other party or parties to the settlement.” 

Interpreting the suh-Section, a single Judge of the Calcutta High Court held, 
in the case of Continental Commercial Co. ( Private ) Ltd. vs Their workmen 
(1962) I T.T..T 85, that Sub-section (2) of Section 19 of the Industrial Disputes 

Act, as it stood prior to its amendment by Act 36 of 1966 and as it stands after 

the amendment, did not and does not contemplate notice of the intention to 
terminate a settlement being given in a particular form. But Section 19(2) of 
the Act does not contemplate a tacit representation but an express representa- 
tion physically in the form of writing terminating an agreement. A Charter of 
demand asking for revision of conditions of service, covered by a settlement, 
would only amount to tacit representation by the workmen not to remain bound 
any more by the settlement and would not serve the purposes of the Sub-sec- 
tion. It was further held that a notice under Section 19(2) of the Act could 
be waived by the party to whom the notice was to be sent, for example.^ wher 
an employer took part in conciliation proceedings and never took objection 1 
course of" the conciliation that the old settlement was in force. In the facts 
the instant case, there is nothing to show that the previous settlements w 
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expressly terminated. This is no Charter of demand, in this case, expressly 
terminating the previous settlements over over-time wages and extra shirt 
payment, etc, and asking for more, me agitation over revision is only tacit 
representation of unwillingness to be bound by the previous settlements. Fur- 
ther, there is nothing in the conduct of tne employers which would go to 
show that they had waived the notice of termination of the settlements. I there- 
fore uphold the contention of Mr. Chowdhury that the strike was illegal. Thus, 
if the strike was illegal, the lockout declared in consequence there of cannot be 
treated as illegal, because of the language of Sub-section (3) of Section 24. 

11. Then again, there is no evidence that the strike commenced on November 
18, 1968 was a peaceful strike in wmch the workers merely stayed away from 
their work. Mr. K. K. Mitra deposed in the case and he spoke of obstruction, 
assault and noisy demonstration by the workmen. I have no reason to disbelieve 
him without more. A strike followed by lawlessness is ample justification, for 
declaration of a lock-out. 


12. Even then, the question remains for me whether the lock-out commenced 
legally and on justifiable grounds on December 3, 1968 could be prolonged upto 
January 27, 1969. I have gone through the evidence in this case and I do not 
find evidence of lawlessness by the workmen after the first week of December 
1968 and January 1969, Mr. D. L. Sen Gupta invited my attention to a decision 
of the Supreme Court in Northern Dooars Tea Company Ltd. vs Workmen of 
Dem Dima Tea Estate, (1964) I L.L.J., 436. That was a case in which there 
was a token strike and a long lock-out. In that context Gajendragadkar, J, (as 
he then was) observed (page 440): 

"Besides, in declaring the lockout the appellant made it clear to the work- 
men that if they did not return to work the same day, the lockout 
would continue until Lhe appellant was satisfied and received 
assurance that the workmen would behave in a disciplined manner 
when they resume work and that naturally meant negotiations 
which ultimately led to the settlement. In this settlement the res- 
pondents’ union no doubt agreed to maintain industrial peace in the 
.garden and said that it had no objection of the manager required 
and obtained verbal assurance from every individual worker that 
he would agree to abide by the standing order, by the lawful and 
just orders of the management to work diligently and to refer all 
disputes in future in the correct and constitutional manner as laid 
down by the law of the country. As a result of this agreement 
the appellant promised to reopen the garden with effect from 7 
October 1957 and provide immediate employment to as many workers 
as possible and lay off the remainder In accordance with law, and 
withdraw the chargesheets issued to the nine factory workmen on 
26th July 1957. The tribunal took the view that in prolonging the 
period of the lockout with a view to obtain an oral assurance from! 
each workman of his/her* good behaviour , the appellant could not 
be said to have acted fairly and so it held that both in declaring the 
lockout and in continuing it until 6 October the appellant acted 
vindictively. In our opinion, this conclusion of the tribunal is well- 
founded. In this connexion, it is significant that on 16 September 
the appellant did not open the gates and refused permission to the 
workmen to resume work. That is the effect of the evidence given 
bv Lakhan Das (P. W. 1). His oral statement is corroborated by 
the communication made by the union to the respective authorities 
on 19 September 1967 (Ex. 13). Therefore, the grievance made by 
Sri Sastri that the tribunal should not have directed the appellants 
to pay to the respondent their wages during the period of the lock- 
out cannot be sustained. However in deciding the quantum or 
wages to be paid to the respondents, we cannot altogether ignore 
their conduct at the relevant time. That is why we would like to 
modify the order passed by the tribunal by directing that the 
respondents should be paid the half of their full wages for the 
period and that too, not from 13 September to 6 October but from 
16 September to 6 October. We are making this modification be- 
cause the loken strike lasted for three days and we do not tmnK 
the respondents are entitled to their wages during these days, 15 
September was a holiday”. (Underlined by me for emphasis). 


Mr. Chowdhury, however, wanted to distinguish the case on the ground that 
in that case the strike was only for a few days but in the instant case the strlKa 
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was for longer duration. In my opinion the distinction does not make much 
difference. On the principle raid uown uy ihe Supreme Court, it is clear there 
should not be lockout tor a longer period than necessary. In the instant case, 
after declaration of the lockout the management did nothing more. They wait- 
ed for the day when the workmen must come down tp their knees and beg 
to rejoin. That was not the proper attitude for the management. In the mean- 
time, the workmen went about to see the management but to no effect {vide 
evidence of Nasibulla). The lockout was lifted only at Government interven- 
tion ( vide Ex. 12). In my opinion, in the circumstances of the present case, 
the management prolonged the strike for much too long a time and the blame 
must be apportioned between the management and the workmen. 

13. Mr. Chaudhuri argued that even after the lockout had been lifted, the 
workmen did not rejoin. That according to him showed the justification for 
continuance of the lockout. In this argument Mr. Chaudhuri is not right. The 
workmen refused to rejoin, because the management would not allow some 
workmen who had been charged with misconduct but not suspended to rejoin. 
The charges were later on withdrawn. Thus, the management created unneces- 
sary complications and supplied fresh grounds to the workmen to stay away. 

14. Since I hold that the managemenf-was not right in prolonging the lockout, 
they must pay some compensation to the workmen, I should not make it half 
and half, because there was enough justification for the declaration of the lock- 
out. I therefore direct that the management shall pay 1/3 (one third) of the 
wages to the workmen for the period December 3, 1968 to January 27, 1969, 


This is my award. 
Dated, June 3, 1970, 


(Sd.) B. N. Banerjee, 

Presiding Officer. 
[No. 28/80/69-Fae.II/P&D.J 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 5th June 1970 

S.O. 2186.— Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the management of New 
India Corporation, Calcutta and tneir workmen in respect of the matters specified 
in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas, the. Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub- 
section (i) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Calcutta, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 


Schedule 

“Whether the action of the employers of Messrs New India Corporation, 
Calcutta, in terminating the service of Shri Subhas Chandra Bose, 
Jetty Sircar, with effect from 13th January, 1970, was justified? 11 
not, to what relief is the workman entitled?’’ 

[No. 72/8/70-P&D.] 


CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 8th June 1970 

S.O. 2187.— In the notification of the Government of India in the _Mtaistry of 
Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employment) 
tst 0 oq . ... dated the 1st June, 1970 published In the Part II, Section 3, 

Sub-section (ii) of the Gazette of India Extraordinary dated the 2nd June, 1965— 

1. in item (ii) of sub-clause (1) of clause 33. for ‘Khamali’, read ‘Stevedore 

Mazdoor (Senior)' 

2. in item (ii) of clause 36, for ‘(k) and (1)’, read ‘(k), (I) and (m)’ 
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3. Item (2) of Schedule I shall be replaced by the following: — 

(a) Deck Foreman. 

(b) Hatch Foreman. 

(c) Winch Driver. 

(d) Sirdar 

(e) Mate. 

(f) Stevedore Mazdoor (Senior),. 

(g) Stevedore Mazdoor (Junior). 

(h) Rigger. 

(i) Tally Clerk. 

(j) Salt Worker, Bagger and Stitcher. 

(k) General Mazdoor (Cargo). 

(l) General Purpose Mazdoor. 

(m) Gearman. 

[No. 53/27/00-Fac. II.] 
C. RAMPAS, Dy. Secy. 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 11th June 1970 

S.O. 2188.— In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of. 
1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal, (No. 3> Dhanbad. in th e Industrial dispute between 
the employers in relation to the Karanpura Dewarkhand Colliery Company (Private) 
Limited. Post Office Khelari, District Ranchi and their workmen, which was received 
by the Central Government on the 4th June, 1970. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 3) AT DHANBAD 

Reference No. 57 or 1969 


Present : 

Shri Sachidanand Sinha M.A.M.L., Presiding Officer. 

Parties : 

Employers In relation to the Karanpura Dewarkhand Colliery Company 
(Private) Limited. 

Vs. . 

Their workmen. 

Appearances : 

For employers . — Shri S. S. Mukherjee, Advocate and Member of Executive? 
Committee, I.M, Federation. 

For workmen . — Shri A. Das Gupta, Advocate and President, Coal Worker’® 
Union. 

Industry: Coal. State: Bihar. 


Camp at Ranchi, the 23rd of May, 1970 
AWARD 

1. The Central Government, being of opinion that an industrial dispute exists 
between the employers in relation to the Karanpura Dewarkhand Colliery Company 
(Private) Limited Fust Office Khelari, District Ranchi and their workmen, by its- 
order No. 2/26/69-LRII dated the 21st of August, 1969 referred to this Tribunal 
under section 10(l)(d) of the industrial disputes Act, 1947 for adjudication the dispute 



2830 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JUNE 20, 1970/jyAISTHA' 30, 1892 [Part II— 


in respect of the matters specified in the schedule annexed thereto. The Schedule 
is extracted below : — 

Schedule 

“Whether having regard to the financial capacity of Messrs Karanpura Dewar- 
khand Colliery Company (Private) Limited, Post Office Khelari, District 
Ranchi, the management is justified in not implementing the wages 
and other benefits to the workmen as recommended by the Central 
Wage Board for Coal Mining Industry and as accepted by the Govern- 
ment with effect from 15th August, 1967. If not, to what relief, if any, 
are the workers entitled in respect of wages, dearness allowance and 
other benefits and from what date?” 

2. The employers filed written statement on 3rd October 1969. Their case Is that 
they have not implemented the Wage Board Recommendation^ for the reasons men- 
tioned in paras 5, 6 and 12 of their written statement which are quoted below: — 

“5- That it is submitted that the Colliery has been running at a loss since 
several years past and the employers will produce relevant documents 
for this purpose. 

6. That with the cost of production, and the continuous loss suffered, it was 
not possible for the employers to implement the Wage Board Recom- 
mendations. 

12. That It is submitted that the financial capacity of M/s. Karanpura 
Dewarkhand Colliery Co. (P) Ltd. is not such as to enable the manage- 
ment to implement the wages and other benefits to the workmen as 
recommended by the Central Wage Board for Coal Mining Industry”. 

3. The case of the management is that they had been paying to their workmen 
and employees the wages according to the Mazumdar Award and the Labour 
Appellate Tribunal decisions and even after paying the wages according to the 
above award and decisions, the management had been suffering heavy losses, and 
inspite of the continuous loss, the employers have implemented the Wage Board 
Recommendation regarding the monthly paid staff only, with effect from 1st July, 
1969 and a flat increase or 10 per cent in the total emoluments to the weekly paid 
employees with effect from week beginning 23rd November, 1969. It was further 
submitted by them that they are informed that the neighbouring private owned 
collieriea have not implemented the wage board recommendations and as such the 
present reference against this employer is a discriminatory one and is liable to be 
rejected on that ground also and in view of the submissions made above, there is 
no case against this employer either in law or in facts and the workmen are not 
entitled to any relief. 

4. The President, Colliery Workers Union, Karanpura Dewarkhand Colliery filed 
written statement on behalf of the workmen on 7th October 1969. Their case is that 
the Coal Wage Board Recommendations as accepted by the Central Government 
should be implemented by the management with effect from 15th August, 1967 and 
that the management has got financial capacity for implementing the wages and 
other benefits to the workmen as recommended by the Central Wage Board for Coal 
Mining Industry. It was mentioned on behalf of the Union that the management is 
raising coal to the tune of about 15000 tons per month. It was stated that the 
neighbouring Manki Colliery No, 2 which is smaller colliery and raising of which 
is only 4 to 5 thousand tong* have implemented the recommendations of the Wage 
Board and similarly Bachra Colliery of N.C.D.C. have also implemented the 
recommendations of the Wage Board. 

5. In their written statement they have further stated that the management is 
also not paying the overtime wages at double of the ordinary rate to its workmen. 
There are only 150 quarters and. even In those quarters there are no arrangements 
for water and electricity and they are in dilapidated conditions. The workers are 
also not being paid lead and lift allowance and also under-ground allowance. All 
the workers are also not made to contribute towards Coal Mines Provident Fund. 
Even the quarterly bonus is not paid in-tirhe and they are not giving the proper 
medical facilities to their workmen. 

6. The Union examined as many as 15 witnesses. WW-1 to WW-14 are the workmen 
of this colliery and WW-1 5 Sri Surajdeo Sharma is the acting President of the Union, 
In their oral statement these workmen have stated that they are getting less wages 
than what they ought to have been paid according to the recommendations of the 
Wage Board. In their evidence they have made a general statement to the effect 
-that they are not getting any sick leave, sick allowance, train fare and that they 
are not getting overtime wages at double of the ordinary rates, and that they are 
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getting under ground allowance or lead and lift allowance. They have further 
stated, that they have not sufficient numbers of quarters and even in those quarters, 
there are no arrangements for electricity and water and that they are in dilapidated 
condition. A large number of workers are still temporary and do not contribute 
towards the Coal Mints Provident Fund. WW-15 Sri Surajdeo Sharma stated in his 
evidence that the workmen of this colliery are not getting proper wages according 
to the recommendations of the Central Wage Board and the management has also 
not made proper categorisation of the workmen and that the workers are also not 
properly designated. The leaders, trammers and other piece-rated workers are not 
getting wages as per recommendation of the Wage Board and other 
workers also viz. Pump Khalasi, Haulage Khalasl, Lamp Khalesi and drivers are 
also not getting wages as per recommendations of the Wage Board. He farther 
stated that in this colliery workers are not made permanent even after service of 
several years running to 7 to 8 years and even they are not contributing towards 
their Provident Fund. The management has also not provided with sufficient housing 
facilities. According to him there are 750 workers In this colliery but there are only 
150 quarters. The Union has also filed nine items of documents and they are marked 
as Ext. W-l to W-9. 

7. On behalf of the management 2 witnesses were examined viz.. MW-1 Bhanu. 
Shanker Rawal and MW-2 Sri Bindeshwer Singh, the manager of the colliery. 
MW -1 is accountant in the Head Office of the Colliery. The management has also 
hied 8 items of document? and they are marked as Ext, M-l t 0 M- 8 . 

8 . It is admiitcd that the management has not implemented the Wage Board 
Recommendations on the ground that their financial capacity is not such as to enable 
the management to implement the Wages and other benefits to their workmen as 
per recommendations of the Central Wage Board. In order t 0 Indirate their financial 
capacity the management have mainly replied on exhibits M-l to M-4, the audited 
balance sheet for the years 1965 to 1968 and these exhibits are sheet anchor of their 
case. 

11 was submitted before me on behalf of the management replying on Exts. 
M-l to M-4 that in the year 1965 the management was running into loss. Ext. M-l 
the audited balancesheet for the year 1965 shows that in the year 1965 the net loss 
was Rs. 1,16,792.69 and the loss in the previous year was Rs. 70,841.24 and thus; 
the total loss was Rs. 1,87,623.17. Relying upon Ext, M-2 it was argued on behalf 
of the management that the net loss in the year 1966 was Rs. 2,54,386 58 and the 
total loss in the year 1966 came to Rs. 4,42,014-75. Ext. M-3, the audited balance 
sheet for the year 1967 shows that In that year there was net profit of Rs. 550.65 
and thus the total loss amounted to Rs. 4,41,464.10. Ext. M-4 the audited balance 
sheet for the year 1968 shows that in that year there wa s a net profit Qf Rs. 3,28,643.75. 
and thus the total loss reduced to Rs. 1,25,558.45 and therefore, the management 
was not in a financial position to implement the recommendations of the Wage- 
Board. 

9. On the other hand it was submitted before me on behalf of the union that 
the financial capacity of the management is sound and the net profit is high and 
they have the financial capacity to implement the recommendations of the Wage 
Board. Sri Anil Das Gupta, appearing on behalf of the union has submitted that 
the financial capacity as shown by the management in their audited baalnce sheet 
is not correct. The colliery as a matter of fact, was running in profit. The audited 
balance sheets are wrong and they are manipulated for the purpose of this case, and 
therefore, no reliance can be placed on these audited balance sheets as they are 
faked documents. It was further submitted before me that the recitals in these 
documents are false and fabricated. It was further submitted to me that they are 
neither the original audited balance sheets nor authenticated copies duly certified 
by the legal and competent authority, Therefore, it was submitted before me that 
as such these are not legally admissible. In short the stand taken by the union is 
that these balance sheets are not genuine and are ficticious and forged documents, 
and no reliance can be placed on them. 

10 . M.W.-2 Sri B. S. Rawal. Is Accountant in Head Office of this colliery and 
he has made statement about these audited balance sheets Exts, M-l to M-4 He 
has stated in his evidence that upto the year 1968 the net loss was Rs. 1,25.558.45 
and according to him during the year 1965 to 1968 the colliery was runninlg at 
a loss and therefore, the management was not In a position to implement the 
recommendations of the Wage Board. 

11 . According to the Union these audited balance sheets are faked documents. 
MW-1 in his cross-examination has stated that Ext. M-l to M-4 do not contain 
the signature of the Chartered Accountant nor It contain the seal and signature- 
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of their management showing that these are the true copies. MW-2 Sri B. Slngjfc 
the Manager of the colliery also does not speak about the genuineness and au- 
thenticity of these balance sheets (Exts. M-l to M-4;. In this case he had made 
the following statement in his cross-examination: 

“The balance sheets are prepared in the Head Office and therefore, I am 
not in a position to explain any item of expenditure. I cannot ex- 
plain the item loading, demurrage charges etc. shown in profit and 
loss account statements (Exts. M-l to M-4).” 

13- Mr. A. Das Gupta, appearing on behalf of the Union has taken up almost 
these audited balance sheets. 

13. Mr. A Das Gupta, appearing on behalf of the Union has taken up almost 
all the items of expenditure and has tried to show that the figures of these items 
are false and faked. In the year 1965 the coal raising expenses have been shown 
to Rs. 8,42,945.35 (schedule E of Ext. M-l). But the management has shown 
separately a sum of Rs. 1,13,244.35 as loading and demurrage charges- It was 
submitted before me that the coal raising expenses has been shown twice over 
(i) under the heading of coal raising expenses and (ii) under the heading of 
loading and demurrage charges. Similarly in the year 1966 the coal raising ex- 
penses has been shown to be fts. 7,97,272.06 and again Rs, 09164.55 have been 
•shown as loading and demurrage charges and therefore, it was pointed out to 
me that the management has shown the cost of coal raising twice (i) under the 
heading of coal raising expenses and other under the heading of load and demur- 
rage expenses. It has also been pointed out to me that the cost of coal raising 
expenses as shown in Ext. M-l to M-4 do not tally with the coal raising ex- 
penses as given in Ext. M-5, the annual return for the year 1966 to 1968. For 
example, the cost of coal raising In the year 1965 according to Ext. M-l, the 
audited balance sheet, was Rs. 8,42,945-45 whereas according to Ext. M-5(l) the 
cost of coal raising was Rs. 8,52,710.26. Similarly according to Ext. M-2 the 
cost of coal raising was Rs. 7,97,272.06 whereas according to Ext. M-5(2) the cost 
of coal raising was Rs. 8,42,618.72. 

14. It was further submitted before me that Ext. M-l to M-4 do not show 
the ceas paid by the colliery under the Coal Mines Welfare Fund Act and Rules. 
In this respect MW-1 Sri B. Singh has stated In his evidence as follows:— 

“We pay the levy to the Coal Mines Welfare Organisation according to 
law. We have not filed any paper showing the amount of money paid 
by this colliery to Coal Mines Welfare Organization towards levy. 
We keep account for the amount for the levy paid by this colliery 
hut we have not filed those registers,” 

15. Therefore, these balance sheets Ext. M-l to M-4 do not contain all the 
items of expenditure. 

10. It was further submitted before me that the amount shown as cost towards 
Dhawrah building is ficticious. In this connection my attention has been drawn to 
Ext, M-4 where a sum of Rs, 12,897.25 has been shown as addition during the year 
1963 in the Dhawrah building repairing. A large bumber of witnesses have been 
examined on behalf of the Union and they have stated on oath that the dhawrahs 
are in a dilapidated condition and therefore. It was submitted before me that the 
expenses shown as additions in Dhawrah building is ficticious. 

17. Similary it has been pointed out to me that the management has shown a 
huge amount towards loans and advance to Sundry Debtors, For example In the 
-year 1905 Rs, 30.232.27 has been shown as loan and advance towards Sundry Debtors. 
It was submitted before me that this figure is ficticious. 

18. MW-1 Sri B. S. Rawal has stated in his evidence in connection with the pay- 
ment of Income-tax as follows: — 

“It Is correct to say that the income-tax for the year 1962, 83 and 64 as shown 
in the balance sheet of the year 1968, indicate that the colliery had 
made profits in the year 1962, 63 and 64 for which income-tax was 
paid, as per Income-tax assessment. In the balance sheet for the year 
1965 to 1967 there is no mention of income-tax assessment or Income-tax 
payment for those years.” 

19. Therefore. I find that the balance sheets Ext.M-1 to M-4 are not the original 
balance sheets nor they are authenticated, copies duly certified by the legal and 
competent authority. Moreover, the recitals made therein also do not inspire confi- 
dence. The reel 1 ft Is are not truthfully made and they appear to be fabricated. 
Therefore, no reliance can be placed on these balance sheets. 
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20. In para 2 of the written statement of the union It has been stated that the 
monthly raising of coal in this colliery is about 15 thousand tonnes and that the 
the management has got the financial capacity to Implement the recommendations 
of Wage Board. MW-2 is Sri B. Singh, the manager of the colliery. In his state- 
ment he has stated that in this colliery there are 2 first class and one second class 
managers. He ha? further stated that according to Coal Mines Regulation there 
should be one 1st class manager in the mine raising coal to the extent of 5,000 and 
above per month and that when the raising is 7,500 and above then the management 
has to employ one more 2nd class mine manager and when the raising exceeds 20,000 
anoiher 1st class manager is required to be appointed. Therefore, according to his 
statement the raising of this colliery exceeds 20,000 and therefore, there are two 
first class and one second class mine managers in this colliery. It was submitted 
before me on behalf of the management that since this is a gassy mine and therefore, 
in this colliery there are two first class managers and one second class manager. 
But this plea of the management does not appear to be satisfactory. 


21. MW-1 Sri B. S, Rawal, the Accountant has stated In his evidence that in the 
register of the colliery daily raisings are entered and lhat the raisings and despatch 
figures are entered in the relevant registers. But the management has not filed the 
raising and despatch registers and therefore, adverse Inference must be drawn 
against the management for not filing the raising and despatch registers. 

22. The circumstances go to show that in this colliery the raising is at least 
15,000 tones per month. Even according to the audited balance sheets for the year 
1057-63 Ext. M-3 and M-4 the colliery has made profit In those years. 

23. Ext. M-7 is the settlement dated 21st November 1960. Ext. M-7 shows that 
the management has fully implemented the recommendations of the Central Wage 
Board with cflcct from the week ending 23rd November, I960. Ext. M-8 is the 
certificate of the Regional Labour Commissioner, Dhanbad stating that this colliery 
has fully implemented the recommendations of the Wage Board- It is dated 15th 
of Dtcemher, i960. Ext, M-7 deed of settlement and the certificate of the Regional 
Labour Commissioner (Ext. M-8) are subsequent to the date of reference, Exts. M-7 
and M-8 only show that at present the colliery has the financial capacity to implement 
the recommendations of the Wage Board. 

24. The point therefore, for consideration is whether on the date of reference 
i.e. 21st August 1969 the management had financial capacity to implement the 
recommendations of the Wage Board? 

25. In this .efrrence I find that the audited balance sheets Ext. M-l to M-4 for the 
years 1965 to 1968 are not reliable and It will be unsafe tc make any finding on 
the balance sheets Ext. M-l to M-4. The management hHs not filed the raising and 
despatch registers and therefore, an adverse inference against the management must 
be drawn for not filling the raising and despatch registers and I am therefore, inclined 
to hold that the raising of this colliery is about 15,000 tones per month. Even 
according to the audited balance sheets for the year 1967-68 the Company has made 
profits In those years. The management in their written statement have admitted 
that they have partially implemented the recommendations of the Wage Board In the 
months of July and August. 1969 and that Ext, M-7 the deed of settlement shows that 
they have fully Implemented the recommendations of the Wage Board. 

28. On behalf of ine management a Supreme Court case of workmen of Sri Ba]rang 
Jute Mills Ltd. Vs. Bajrane Jute Mills Ltd-, reported in Vol. 37 F. J„ page 253 haa 
been cited. But the facts of t! Is case are quite different and it has got n 0 relevancy 
in the present reference. That case has simply stated what principles are to be 
followed in ariivfng at the fair wages for an industry by Wage Board. 

27. I therefore, hold that having regard to the financial capacity of M/s. Karan- 
pura Dewarkhnnd Colliery (Private) Limited, the management is not justified in not 
Implementing the wages and other benefits to the workmen as recommended by the 
Central Wage Board for Coal Mining Industry and as accepted by the Government 
with effect from 15th August, 1987, 


23. The workers are accordingly entitled in respect of wages, dearness allowance 
and other benefits with effect from 15th August, 1967. The arrears s 0 calculated 
may be spread over 12 months in the year in equal instalments. 


39. This is mv award. It may be submitted to the Central Government under 
section If of the Industrial Disputes Aci. 1947. 


(Sd) Sachidanand Sinha, 

Presiding Officer. 

[No. 2/28/09-LR.IL] 
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New Delhi, the 12th June 1970 

r In P ursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act 1947 
(14 of 19 47), the Cential Government hereby publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Nagpur in the industrial dispute between 
the employers in relation to the management of Ghugus Colliery, Post Office Manik- 
pur. District Chandrapur and their workmen, which was received by th e Central 
Government on the 3rd June, 1970. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL AT NAGPUR 

Reference (CGT) No. 6 of 1969 

Present : 

Sri G. V. Deo, B.A., LL.B., Presiding Officer. 

Parties ; 

1. M/ s. Ballarpur Collieries Company, Temple Road, Nagpur. 

2, The Mine Manager, Ghugus Colliery, Post Office Manikpur, District 

Chandiapur — Employers First Party. 

Versus 

Shrl Faud lining Sitaram Underground Trammer, Ghugus Colliery, Post 
Office Manikpur. District Chandrapur — Employee Second Party. ' 

Appearances : 

For Employers First Party — Shri Gadkari, Officer in Personnel Dept. 

For Workman Second Party — Absent. 

State: Maharashtra. Industry; Colliery. 


Nagpur Dated the. 28 th April, 1970 


AWARD 

This is a reference under Section 10(7)(d) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, 
regarding a dispute between the Management of the Ghugus Colliery and its 
workman Shrl Pandurang Sitaram. The dispute referred for adjudication is: 

‘‘Whether the action of the management of Ghugus Colliery Post Office 
Manikpur, District Chandrapur in dismissing Shrl Pandurang Sitaram. 
Underground Trammer with effect from the 24th April, 19 69 is 
justified? If not, to what relief is the workman entitled?” 


2. The contention of the employee was that he was unwell and was hospitalised 
from 14th October. 1908 to 20th February, 1969. On his discharge from the 
hospital the Civil Surgeon had issued a certificate in his favour recommending 
that he should be given light work. The Management, however, did not give him 
any light work with the result his health went down and he was again on leave 
from 10th March, 1969 for a few days. He then again represented to the Manage- 
ment for being given light work and as his request was not complied with the 
matter was taken up by him with the Conciliation Officer. The Conciliation pro- 
ceedings, however, were not fruitful and on 24th March, 1969 he was served with 
a chargesheet for being absent without permission, Thereafter by an order dated 
24th April, 1969 he was dismissed from service. It was contended that there was 
no domestic enquiry and that the dismissal was illegal. 


3. The main defence of the Management was that the employee had been absent 
without permission and had committed misconduct under Standing Order 
No 21(15). A chargesheet was. therefore, issued to him and he was infotmed 
about the date and time of the domestic enquiry which was to be held against him. 
The employee, however, remained absent and consequently the domestic enquiry 
proceeded e.r parte against him. In the domestic enquiry the employee was found 
to have committed misconduct under Standing Order No. 21(15) and was, tpers- 
fore, dismissed from service. It was alleged that the aforesaid finding of the 
management could not be set aside by this Tribunal as It was not perverse. 


4. On the date of hearing In this Court the employee remained absent and the 
matter, therefore, proceeded ex varte against him. On behalf of the management, 
< 4 j e Labour Officer Shri R. K. Singh was examined to prove that the enquiry held 
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agslflst the employe® was in accordance with the principles of natural justice and 
that the misconduct with which the employee had been charged had been duly 
proved. The management has filed the relevant enquiry papers and also the 
extracts of the Attendance Registers to indicate that the employee Panduran? 
Sitaram had been absent without permission for more than 10 days and had thus 
committed misconduct under Standing Order No. 21(15). In the circumstances 
the dismissal of the employee by the management was perfectly justified and tne 
employee is not entitled to claim any relief. 

5, Tor reasons given above I make an Award that the action of the management 
In dismissing the employment of Paindurang Sitaram from 24th April, 1969 -was 
justified and the employee is not entitled to any relief. Costs in these proceedings 
shall be borne by the parties as Incurred. 

(Sd.) G. V. D:o 
Presiding Officer, 
[No. 3/5/69-LR1I.] 

S.O. 2190. — In pur'uanco. of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award df the 
Central Government Indostilal Tribunal (No. 3) Dhomiad in th° tn tter of an 
application under section 33A of the said Act from Shri Jagu Hazam, General 
Mazdoor. Balihari Colliery of Messrs Balihari Colliery Company' (Private) Limited, 
Post Office Kusunda, Disfrict Dhanbad, which was received by the Central Govern- 
ment on the 20th May, 1970. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 3) AT DHANBAD 

Complaint No. 6 or 1968 

PRESENT : 

Shri Sachidanand Sltiha, M.A.M.L., Presiding Officer. 

Parties : 

Shri Jggi Hazam, General Mazciooj- Balihari Colliery of M/s, Balihari 
Collieiy Company (P) Limited — -Complainant. 

Versus 

M/s. Balilun'i Collieiy Company (Privatei Limited. — Opp. Party, 
Appearances : 

For co'<. .mini’ lanl — Shri S. V. Achatiar, General Secret ury, Hindustan Khan 
Mazdoor Sangh. 

Far Opp. Par y< — S/Sri S. S. Mukherjee, and B, Josh 1 , Advoont 1 s 
Industry: CorI. State: Bihar 

Dhanbad, dated the 5th of May, 1970 
AWARD 

1. Tins is a complaint under section 33A of the Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 
by one Sri Jagu Ha/am, General Mazdoor against the employer In relation to th? 
Balihari Colliery, alleging that the opposite party has been guilty of contravention 
of the provisions of section 3? of the Act. 

2. The case of the complainant is that an Industrial dispute regarding retrench- 
ment of 376 workmen of Balihari Colliery is pending in reference No 22 of P'63 
before this Tribunal. The petitioner Sri Jagu Hazam is a member of Hindustan 
Khan Mazdoor Sasigh. Reference No. 22 of 1068 is oeing sponsored by the 
Hindustan Khan Mazdoor Sangh. The petitioner was dismissed on 29th Julv, 1967 
while reference No. 22 of 1968 was pending before this Tribunal. The oppoLI c 
party did not make any application before this Tribunal for approval of the action 
of the management in dismissing the petitioner Sri Jagu Hazam. 

3. According to the petitioner he was Innocent and had not committed p"" 
ciftenc“ or misconduct. The petitioner was served with a ehargesheet dated 6th 
April, 1967. The charge was that he remained absent from duty continuously 
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slpce 7th March, 1987 upto this date i.e. for more than ten days without satisfactory 
cause and therefore, he had committed misconduct under clause 20(16) of the 
Standing Order. 

4. The petitioner submitted his written explanation on 13th April, 1967 denying 
the charges. According to the petitioner no enquiry was held and the dismissal 
of the petitioner was thoroughly malaflde and was a case of victimisation. The 
petitioner was an active member of Hindustan Khan Mazdoor Sangh and since he 
refused to become a member of pocket union backed by the management the 
petitioner was falsely Implicated in a fabricated charge and has been victimised. 

5. The action of the opposite party in withdrawing application under section 
33(2) (b) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 for approval of dismissal of the 
petitioner on the 8th of November, 1967 was malafled. In short, the ease of the 
petitioner is that he was dismissed from service on 29th July, 1967 while reference 
No. 22 of 1968 was pending before this Tribunal and thus the opposite party has 
contravened the provisions of section 33 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

6. The opposite party has filed the written statement on 28th December, 1968. 
On lacts It was stated that the chargesheet dated 6th April, 1967 was Issued to the 
applicant and he was suspended during enquiry. The applicant submitted a reply 
to the chargesheet dated 13th April, 1967 denying the charges. The notice dated 
3rd of May, 1967 was Issued to the workman fixing the enquiry on 8th May, 1967 
at 3 P-M. in the Director’s office, The applicant workmen, however, refused to 
attend the enquiry and hence he did not attend the departmental enquiry iixed on 
8th May, 1967. It was held in his absence. In the departmental enquiry the 
misconduct men Honed In the chargesheet was satisfactorily established ana rhe 
complainant was dismissed by letter dated 28th July, 1967 with effect from 29th 
July, 1967. 

7. Reference No. 22 of 1068 was disposed of by an award dated 20th September, 
1968. In this reference the opposite party under misapprehension of law had filed 
an application under section 33(2) (b) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 for 
approval of dismissal of the petitioner. But the same was withdrawn by the 
opposite party on the 8th of Navember, 1968. 

8. According to the opposite party the complainant was not a workman concern- 
ed in the reference No. 22 of 1968 and consequently the employers have not 
violated the provisions of Section 33 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 and as 
such the present application is not legally maintanable. It was alleged that the 
dismissal of the complainant was legal, bonaflde and based on proved misconducts. 
According to the opposite party they had also not violated any of the provisions 
of Section 33 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 in dismissing the complainant. 
Since the complainant was not a workman concerned in reference No. 22 of 1968, 
the present application ia not maintainable. 

9. On behalf of the opposite party 2 witnesses viz. MW-1 Sri Amrindra Kumar 
Mazumdar and MW-2 Sri A. K. Mazumdar were examined. MW-1 Is Head Clerk 
and MW-2 is attendarice clerk in Balihari Colliery, On behalf of the Opposite 
party 12 Items of documents are exhibited and are marked Ext. M-l to M-12. 
On behalf of the complainant one witness viz. Sri Jagu Hazam was examined. 

10. The point for consideration is whether the opposite party have contravened 
j^he provision of section 33 of the Industrial Dispute® Act, 19477 

11. There are certain admitted facts. Reference No. 22 of 1968 was originally 
referred to the Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad by the Central Government’s order 
No. 2/73/66-LRII dated the 9th of May, 1966 and thereafter it was transferred to 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, No. 2, Dhanbad by the Central 
Government's order No. 8/25/07-LRII dated the 8th of May, 1967- By the sub- 
sequent order No. 81/71/68-LRII dated the 13th of August, I960, the Central Gov- 
ernment transferred the dispute to the Tribunal, The reference wag disposed of 
by the award dated 20th of September, 1068. The applicant wa g dismissed on 
29th July, 1967 The opposite party had filed an application under section 33(2) (b) 
of the industrial Disputes Act, ■ 1947 for the approval of the dismissal of the 
petitioner but the same was later on withdrawn by the opposite party on the 8th 
of November, 1968. Therefore, the case of the applicant was that he was dismissed 
on 29th July, 1967 while the reference No. 22 of 1968 wa s pending before this 
Tribunal. 

12. Before me the preliminary point was taken that the concerned workman 
Sri Jagu Hazam was not a workman concerned with the dispute which was in 
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question in reference No. 22 of 1988. It was not necessary for the management 
to file an application under section 33(2) (b). It was therefore, submitted by the 
opposite party that the present application under section 33A is not maintainable. 

13. The concerned workman Sri Jagu Hazam was dismissed on the 29th of 
July, 1967. At that time reference No. 22 of 1968 wafs pending before this Tribunal. 
The case of the opposite party is that Sri Jagu Hazam was not a workman 
concerned with this dispute. Reference No. 22 of 1968 was for justification of 
retrenchment in respect to 376 workmen. In that case the management rescinded 
the retrenchment in respect to 127 workmen and the union agreed in respect to 
the retrenchment of the remaining 249 workmen and they received their retrench- 
ment compensation. The name of the concerned workman Sri Jagu Hazam appears 
aft Serial No. 123 of the order of reference. The award (Ext. M-2) in reference 
No. 22 of 1968 shows that the concerned workman Sri Jagu Hazam whose name 
appears in si. No. 91 of list A was the workman who has taken back in service. 

14. The point for determination is whether the concerned workman Sri Jagu 
Hazam may be said to have been connected in the dispute in reference No. 22 of 
1968 which was pending before this Tribunal? 

16. The law on this subject is laid down by two important decisions of the 
Supreme Court in New India Motors Private Limited V. K. T. Morris L 1 9 6 0 — (I) 
L,L. J., page 551] and Digwadih Colliery V. Ramji Singh [1964 — (11) L.L.J.]. 

page 143. The combined effect of these two decisions of Supreme Court is that 
there must be some common feature in the nature of the dispute in the two cases 
which should serve as connecting link thereby rendering the workmen in the latter 
ca^e also, workmen concerned in the dispute in the earlier case. In other words 
the mere fact that the same union has taken up the cause of the two workmen or 
else that by virtue of S. 18(3) (b) of the Act all workmen may be bound by the 
award in the earlier dispute may not suffice unless there is some other common 
feature in the two Disputes. 

10. In the chargesheet dated 6th April, 1967 that was Issued to Sri Jagu Hazam, 
the defence of Sri Jagu Hazam was that he was innocent and that he was being 
victimised for his trade union activities. There is no question of victimization 
in respect to the concerned workman Sri Jagu Hazam ir reference No. 22 of 1968 
as the opposite party had rescinded retrenchment In this case and agreed to take 
him back in service. 

17l- Therefore, the petitioner, Sri Jagu Hazam was not the workman connected 
with the dispute in reference No, 22 of 1968. 

18. The opposite party had filed an application under section 33(2) (b) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 for approval but the same was ultimately withdrawn 
by the opposite party on 8th November, 1968. According to the opposite party 
they have filed the application under section 33(2) (b) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947 under misapprehension. There is nothing to prevent the employers from 
withdrawing the application made under proviso of section 33 (23(b) when the 
employers find that the application has been made under misapprehension. 

19. In this view of the evidence the concerned workman Sri Jagu Hazara was 
not a workman connected with the dispute which was in question in reference 
No. 22 of 1968. It was not necessary for the management to file an application 
for approval of the punishment by the Tribunal under section 33(2) (b). There- 
fore, this application under section 33A is not maintainable. 

20. The complaint under section 33A is held to be non-maint air able and mv 
award therefore. Is that this complaint is not maintainable. Let It be submitted 
to the Central Government, 

(Sd.) Sachidanand Sinha. 

Presiding Officer. 

TNo. 8/84/70-LRII.l 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 8 th June 1970 

S O. 2191. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an Industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in re 1 ation to the management of Star Con- 
struction and Transport Company. Sankari West Salem District and (heir 
workmen in respect of the matters specified In the Schedule hereto annexed; 
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And,' whereas the Central Government considers It desirable tb refer ■ the ' said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 7 A and clause 
(d) af , sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes ■* Act. 1947 (14 of 
1947), the Central Government hereBy constitutes - an Industrial ’ 1 Tribunal with 
Thiru S. Swamikkannu as Presiding Officer, with headquarters at Madras and 
refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Industrial' Tribunal, ' 

Schedule 

Whether Messrs Star Construction and Transport "Comjbarijr Sarrkari were 
justified in promoting Shri Pcmnuswaimy, - superseding Shri NataFeJan 
who was senior to him in service? If not, to what, " relief is Sbri 
Natarajan entitled? 


INo. 12(13) /70-LR-IV.l 
T, K. RAMACHANDRAN, Under Secy, 
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